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·1· · · · · (Indiscernible - simultaneous speech.)

·2· · · · · CHAIRMAN BINKLEY:· In the Valley rather than

·3· ·Downtown, it makes more sense to me.

·4· · · · · BOARD MEMBER MARCUM:· Well, and I think that

·5· ·for compactness, contiguity sake it just makes more

·6· ·sense to --

·7· · · · · CHAIRMAN BINKLEY:· Yeah.

·8· · · · · BOARD MEMBER MARCUM:· -- to do this way,

·9· ·right, as opposed to try to circle around and the

10· ·way that the current one does, so --

11· · · · · CHAIRMAN BINKLEY:· And argument that Downtown

12· ·Juneau somehow has -- is more impacted by the cruise

13· ·ship visitation --

14· · · · · BOARD MEMBER MARCUM:· Than the whole -- than

15· ·the whole -- than all of Juneau.

16· · · · · CHAIRMAN BINKLEY:· -- than the whole community

17· ·is -- I just don't buy that.· All of Juneau is

18· ·impacted by cruise ships.

19· · · · · BOARD MEMBER SIMPSON:· Important to me is that

20· ·the main transportation links there are lengthen our

21· ·ferry routes --

22· · · · · CHAIRMAN BINKLEY:· Yeah.

23· · · · · BOARD MEMBER SIMPSON:· -- that go out of the

24· ·north end of Auke Bay.· So that, you know, if there

25· ·was a road --
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·1· · · · · MATT SINGER:· Does the ferry -- am I right

·2· ·that the ferry -- on this version the ferry

·3· ·terminals for Juneau, Haines, and Skagway are all

·4· ·in --

·5· · · · · CHAIRMAN BINKLEY:· Auke Bay.

·6· · · · · BOARD MEMBER SIMPSON:· In No. 4.

·7· · · · · BOARD MEMBER BORROMEO:· Or No. 4, yeah.

·8· · · · · MATT SINGER:· Certainly that's a -- that was

·9· ·a --

10· · · · · BOARD MEMBER BORROMEO:· That's their highway.

11· · · · · DIRECTOR TORKELSON:· The geographic --

12· · · · · BOARD MEMBER SIMPSON:· The cruise ships are

13· ·generally more Downtown when they come in

14· ·seasonally, but the passengers offload and go all

15· ·over --

16· · · · · BOARD MEMBER BORROMEO:· Sure.

17· · · · · BOARD MEMBER SIMPSON:· -- the borough.

18· · · · · BOARD MEMBER BORROMEO:· Sure.

19· · · · · BOARD MEMBER SIMPSON:· And they go on tours to

20· ·the glacier and whale watching, and that all happens

21· ·on the north end.· So the impacts are pretty well

22· ·spread out.· And, as I said before, Downtown is

23· ·really the government center.· That's the key to the

24· ·economy there, and there's nothing remotely similar

25· ·to that in either Haines or Skagway.
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·1· · · · · BOARD MEMBER MARCUM:· Yeah, but you can sit in

·2· ·the front row.· (Indiscernible) take pictures.· I'm

·3· ·like, you know, we were just shoulder to shoulder

·4· ·with you yesterday so (indiscernible.)

·5· · · · · (Indiscernible - simultaneous speech.)

·6· · · · · MATT SINGER:· Social distancing is the one

·7· ·thing that I have trouble adjusting to that.

·8· · · · · BOARD MEMBER MARCUM:· I know.· He's like, "So

·9· ·if I go back and try to take pictures, lean up."

10· · · · · · · I'm like, "You know, you can sit right

11· ·there and get a better view when taking pictures.

12· ·We're right there."

13· · · · · · · Yeah, I said I -- you know, I kind of

14· ·defer to you on this part, Budd, because you're the

15· ·ex lawyer of Juneau, and I used to work there, but

16· ·that was a long time ago.

17· · · · · BOARD MEMBER SIMPSON:· I have some time in

18· ·(indiscernible).

19· · · · · (Indiscernible - simultaneous speech.)

20· · · · · BOARD MEMBER SIMPSON:· -- and then lived in

21· ·our District 3.

22· · · · · BOARD MEMBER MARCUM:· Well, and don't you have

23· ·a cabin up in Haines where you (indiscernible) --

24· · · · · BOARD MEMBER SIMPSON:· Yeah, that's true too.

25· ·I have a foot in District 3 and 4.
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John Binkley, Chair 
Alaska Redistricting Board 
P.O. Box 240147 
Anchorage, AK 99524 

Via email: Testimony@akredistrict.org 

Dear Chairman Binkley, 

November 3, 2021 

A=Mr"ie ~!foe 
I 10 W 38'h Avenue, Suite 100 

Anchorage, Alaska 99503 
Office: (907) 868-8250 

!'ax: (907) 868-8285 

At the request of Board member Nicole Borromeo, Ahtna, Incorporated would like to 
supplement its testimony to the Board to highlight the socioeconomic integration of Cantwell to 
the Ahtna Region. 

The Cantwell people share many family connections with the other Ahtna villages. These 
connections stretch back to time immemorial. The Ahtna people have historically been 
nomadic, hunting along the Denali Highway corridor and into the Cantwell area. To this day, 
the people of Cantwell and the people in the other Ahtna villages share a common language, 
history, heritage, and way of life, including cultural and traditional values and practices such as 
hunting, fishing, berry picking, potlatch, dance, and storytelling. 

In addition, through their commonly owned Regional corporation, Ahtna, Incorporated, the 
people of Cantwell and the other Ahtna villages share a common interest in land ownership 
and land management, including land use, resource development, and trespass control. In turn, 
Ahtna advocates for the Cantwell area on all of these issues. Reflecting this historical 
connection, the Cantwell area still uses Ahtna place names to this day, such as Hukngestc'oxi 
Na' (Bull River), Yidateni Na' (Cantwell Village), and Kantistaan Na' (Windy Creek). 

While we understand the Board's concern with separating borough boundaries into different 
House districts, Cantwell is unique in the Denali Borough. It is one of the only areas in the 
Borough that is of predominantly Native character. This highlights the importance of including 
the Cantwell voters with the other Alaska Native villages in the Interior region. 

www.ahtna.com 

ARB001795 



EXC.SGY-000008

John Binkley, Chair 
Alaska Redistricting Board 
November 3, 2021 
Page2 

We ask that you please strongly consider including Cantwell in the large Interior House district 
as shown in the Doyon coalition map. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Michelle Anderson, President 
Ahtna, Incorporated 
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·1· ·logical place to take it, assuming that that was a

·2· ·decision.· What would -- how would you get that?

·3· · · · · · First where would you take it from?· And

·4· ·then we could look at, you know, where it goes to.

·5· ·Obviously it's going to go into 36.

·6· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· It's got to go into 36.

·7· ·There's been several different proposals.

·8· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yeah.· 36 --

·9· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Version 4 has one proposal

10· ·that takes from the Southeast portion.· As I recall,

11· ·AFFR takes from the Southeast portion.· AFFER, in

12· ·their latest proposal, takes it from the north side.

13· ·The Senate Minority, I can't recall to be honest with

14· ·you.

15· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· I think they took Eielson

16· ·out.

17· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· What percent Alaska Native

18· ·was --

19· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· No.· They took

20· ·(indiscernible) --

21· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· -- 36.

22· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· -- the entire east part of

23· ·the borough.

24· · · · · · MR. PRESLEY:· I think it's 32.7, but --

25· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· It was AFFR --
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· 32 percent, so what

·2· ·effect --

·3· · · · · · MR. PRESLEY:· -- I can look that up.

·4· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· -- does pushing 4,000 do to

·5· ·that percentage?· And is that something that we need

·6· ·to consider, counselor?

·7· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· I'm sorry.· Give it to me one

·8· ·more time.

·9· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· So 36 is 30 percent Alaska

10· ·Native, and then you're going to push 4,000 out to

11· ·that population.

12· · · · · · And also, the prior map that we just had,

13· ·which is even more Alaska Native villages, is out of

14· ·36.· So what impact does that have to that percentage

15· ·of Alaska Native in 36?

16· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Peter, did you guys look at

17· ·that?

18· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Yeah.· So there's a legal

19· ·question for counsel, and I can just speak to the

20· ·numbers.

21· · · · · · It really depends what segment of the

22· ·borough you take.· If you choose the military base

23· ·here, this number is obviously going to drop larger.

24· ·Then this should take some more -- an area more

25· ·around -- say around the college area up here, where
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·1· ·I just happen to know there's a higher concentration

·2· ·of Alaska Natives.· So it would -- the answer to that

·3· ·would just depend on what part of (indiscernible) you

·4· ·chose to take.

·5· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· So I think we should be

·6· ·mindful of that, too.

·7· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· That's a good point,

·8· ·Melanie.

·9· · · · · · So could I additionally then ask, 36 -- do

10· ·we have (indiscernible) analysis of 36?

11· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Yes.

12· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· So the VRA is triggered if

13· ·there's -- the first -- the first piece is, are there

14· ·50 percent plus one of voting age population of the

15· ·minority group?· So District 36 is well below that,

16· ·so it is -- it is not -- our VRA experts have said

17· ·that District 36 is not a VRA district.

18· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· So --

19· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· So -- so it does not -- we

20· ·don't -- you don't have the same Section 2

21· ·constraints that you do in Districts 37, 38, 39, 40.

22· · · · · · That said, I think, you know, you do not

23· ·want to --

24· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Below --

25· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· -- to intentionally dilute a
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·1· ·minority group's ability to vote.· That could raise

·2· ·an equal protection representation concern.

·3· · · · · · By the same token, if your -- you know, your

·4· ·intent was to take military voters and drown them in

·5· ·a sea of voters who have different perspective, that

·6· ·could raise a fair representation concern, as well.

·7· · · · · · So I think -- I think being mindful of that

·8· ·and -- as you -- as you proceed.· But I don't think

·9· ·there's any kind of clear -- there's not a Voting

10· ·Rights Act statutory requirement that influences how

11· ·you separate out --

12· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· So if those 4,000 voters --

13· ·you know, let's say they were primarily Native

14· ·voters.· I mean, of course that's not going to be the

15· ·case, but if they were, would that meet the VRA

16· ·threshold then for District 36?· How -- what are the

17· ·numbers there, I guess is what I'm asking.

18· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· Let's see.· So I don't think

19· ·we're even close.· I don't think you can get close

20· ·here.

21· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· I've explored this with

22· ·(indiscernible).

23· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Okay.· Just wanted to make

24· ·sure we all knew, you know, what the ramifications

25· ·might be or not be for VRA if we can make changes.
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· And that equal protection.

·2· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Absolutely.

·3· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Sure.

·4· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Yeah.

·5· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· If -- if the board is

·6· ·considering breaking the borough -- you know, I would

·7· ·encourage doing so in a way that continues to

·8· ·evidence relative socioeconomic integration.· So are

·9· ·there portions of the borough that are more like the

10· ·district where those folks are being moved to?· That

11· ·would be the -- that would be the question.

12· · · · · · And people have -- in this room have a lot

13· ·more (indiscernible) with the -- with the conditions

14· ·on the ground.· But that would be the questions.· Are

15· ·you -- are you comfortable with -- if you're going to

16· ·break -- that's the direction from Hickel.· If you're

17· ·breaking a borough boundary, are you continuing to

18· ·evidence a pattern of relative socioeconomic

19· ·integration?

20· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Well, if there's -- you

21· ·know, when you look at Fairbanks, there's four major

22· ·roads that come in and out of Fairbanks.· The

23· ·Richardson Highway to the south and east, the Parks

24· ·Highway to the west and south, the Steese Highway to

25· ·the north and east, and then the Elliott Highway to
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·1· ·the north and a little bit farther west than that.

·2· ·So those are kind of the major areas that extend out

·3· ·of the core area of the borough.

·4· · · · · · And probably if you were looking at

·5· ·something that were in its -- you know, that's a

·6· ·judgment, and there's -- as I said yesterday in my

·7· ·own example of where I live, near the university,

·8· ·there's, you know, dozens of dry cabins near me that

·9· ·use an outhouse and don't have running water and

10· ·might be considered by some closer socioeconomically

11· ·to the multiple villages in that District 36.

12· · · · · · But they can be in quite urban areas really.

13· ·I mean, I'm fairly close to the university where I

14· ·live, and there's -- and then probably generally, if

15· ·you look at the north side, that's probably where

16· ·you'd find most of those, out in Goldstream and Fox

17· ·and up the Steese Highway, the Elliott Highway,

18· ·across the Old Murphy Dome Road, a lot of people out

19· ·there that -- that may be -- but you can -- you know,

20· ·there's beautiful homes out there, too.

21· · · · · · So it's -- you know, there's not just an

22· ·area that you can pick and say that's going to be

23· ·closer to all of 36, which really goes down into the

24· ·Ahtna district and right now into Valdez and all the

25· ·way up to Holy Cross.· And so it's a pretty diverse
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·1· ·district, as well, 36, and hard --

·2· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· If you don't -- if you don't

·3· ·break the borough boundaries, what are the deviations

·4· ·looking like?

·5· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· I think in the 4 percent.

·6· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· You said inside borough?

·7· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Within the 5.

·8· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· So they should be 4.4, 4.26,

·9· ·4.4 and -- they're all under 4.5 after -- after

10· ·(indiscernible).

11· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· We've got about 800 extra

12· ·people in each -- each Fairbanks district.

13· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· 4.43 I think is the

14· ·(indiscernible).

15· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· Right.

16· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Or 4 -- yeah, 4.43 is the

17· ·peak, 812.

18· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· And in terms of legal mumbo

19· ·jumbo, (indiscernible) says 10 percent -- is --

20· ·beyond 10 percent is too much, right?

21· · · · · · And then Hickel says try and achieve less

22· ·than zero at the expense of compromising

23· ·socioeconomic integrity is a no-no, right?

24· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· Specifically in --

25· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Specifically they said
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·1· ·that --

·2· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· Hickel, at most, 2 percent.

·3· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· -- that ran afoul.

·4· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· And -- and when -- I mean,

·5· ·remember, in Hickel, just to be clear, it was a

·6· ·pretty strange plan, right?· The -- there were some

·7· ·very odd pairings in Southeast Alaska.· Mat-Su was

·8· ·divided into five different -- excess population for

·9· ·Mat-Su was divided into five different districts

10· ·instead of putting them all in one.

11· · · · · · And the Court said that chasing the

12· ·mathematical number and making those strange

13· ·socioeconomic pairings was a no-no.· That's what we

14· ·learned from Hickel.

15· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· I'll just read it again.· We

16· ·determine that the board needlessly nullified Alaska

17· ·constitutional requirements in its attempts to reach

18· ·its various policy goals, including the creation of

19· ·districts with no more than 2 percent population

20· ·deviation from the ideal district size.

21· · · · · · He also concluded that the board felt to

22· ·give due consideration to the possibility of

23· ·excluding non-resident military personnel from the

24· ·population base and that this failure was arbitrary

25· ·and unreasonable.
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·1· · · · · · So the other reason it was thrown out was

·2· ·two of the districts were not compact and eight of

·3· ·the districts did not compromise as nearly as

·4· ·practicable a relatively socioeconomically integrated

·5· ·area.

·6· · · · · · So I guess what we should be aiming for is

·7· ·as much socioeconomic integration as practicable.  I

·8· ·don't think going to zero deviation is the goal here,

·9· ·because the court -- courts have said if you're

10· ·chasing a number, even something as high as

11· ·2 percent, which might seem high to us, that's a

12· ·problem.

13· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Uh-huh.

14· · · · · · I think -- do you have, Peter, the

15· ·deviations within the borough?

16· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· So there would be -- it

17· ·would be 32, 33, 34, 35.

18· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible.)

19· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· I think we had them within

20· ·30, 40 people.

21· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· This is starting with the

22· ·plan v3.· This is not necessarily reflecting any --

23· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· The most current --

24· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· -- little refinements that

25· ·we've done.
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·1· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Oh, could you put that one

·2· ·up there?· That's the one that I thought we had.

·3· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· So, John --

·4· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· And --

·5· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· -- what I was trying to get

·6· ·at is which of the areas are most socioeconomically

·7· ·integrated with 36?· If we're chasing a number --

·8· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah, yeah.

·9· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· -- you have to say these are

10· ·the areas that are most --

11· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· I would generally say that

12· ·northern area that spreads kind of from east to west

13· ·across the top.

14· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Maybe so.

15· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· But as I said, there's --

16· ·you know, when you look at 36, it's very -- even

17· ·without any of the Fairbanks North Star Borough, when

18· ·you look at Valdez and, you know, all those areas

19· ·along the Richardson Highway, compared to all the

20· ·rural villages out west along the Yukon River,

21· ·there's a huge difference in socioeconomic

22· ·integration between those areas.

23· · · · · · So when you're trying to pick who from the

24· ·borough is going to fit into District 36, who are you

25· ·going to try and compare them to?
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Yeah.

·2· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· And so it's difficult.

·3· · · · · · As you go north out of Fairbanks, though, it

·4· ·is a little more rural in nature as you head up the

·5· ·Steese Highway, the Elliott Highway, out into

·6· ·Goldstream, Fox, some of those areas up north of

·7· ·Fairbanks.

·8· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Can you even find 4,000

·9· ·people, though, by --

10· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah, you can.

11· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· -- going (indiscernible)

12· ·along the highway or something?

13· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· It's pretty easy, actually.

14· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· But remember that the goal

15· ·isn't 4,000 people.

16· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Well, I think, just my

17· ·opinion, that -- you know, and the way I look at it,

18· ·if I want to respect what the borough assembly did,

19· ·then I think it would be best, in my opinion, to

20· ·respect what they're saying and take the 4,000 people

21· ·out of the borough and put into District 36 --

22· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Well, we have --

23· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· We have --

24· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· -- rather than

25· ·(indiscernible) --
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· (Indiscernible.)

·2· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· We have a court case.· We

·3· ·also have to consider what it's doing in the other

·4· ·boroughs.· We're not -- you know, if we're going

·5· ·to -- if the goal is to try to get as close to the

·6· ·deviation for Anchorage as we are, right, we're

·7· ·writing Whittier in to try to get that in there for

·8· ·the Mat-Su Borough.· We've added the Denali Borough

·9· ·in to try to get to that number.· To continue to have

10· ·the Fairbanks borough, all those 2 or 3 percent over,

11· ·it wouldn't be consistent with that, right?

12· · · · · · So I mean, if we're going to break the

13· ·borough, we should do it in a way that's consistent

14· ·with the other boroughs that we're already treating

15· ·that way.

16· · · · · · You see what I'm saying, Melanie?· So --

17· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· I do.· The other ones aren't

18· ·down to zero, though.

19· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Well, yeah, absolutely they

20· ·are.

21· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· I mean, no.

22· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Anchorage doesn't -- there

23· ·is not a map that shows Anchorage with zero deviation

24· ·across the board.· Because Fairbanks --

25· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Well, 1 percent.
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· What's that?

·2· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· 1 percent.

·3· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· But that shouldn't -- the

·4· ·number shouldn't be the goal that we're targeting.

·5· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· No.· But what I'm saying is

·6· ·I don't think -- if they were --

·7· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Then why break the borough.

·8· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· -- going to make changes to

·9· ·Fairbanks to break the borough, then we need to do

10· ·that in a way that's consistent with the way we

11· ·treated the other boroughs.

12· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· But the other ones, we try

13· ·to reduce that deviation as much as practicable,

14· ·right?

15· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Right.· And --

16· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· If it wasn't practicable --

17· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· -- (indiscernible).

18· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· -- to take them all down to

19· ·zero.

20· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Why is it less --

21· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Without sacrificing

22· ·compactness and contiguity.

23· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Why is it less practicable

24· ·to take more deviation out?

25· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· If we're going to break it,
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·1· ·we can get it to --

·2· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· Well, but here --

·3· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· But we can.· (Indiscernible)

·4· ·practicable -- there's no reason we can't.

·5· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· What I would suggest is if --

·6· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· But zero isn't the goal.

·7· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· -- if you're going to

·8· ·explore -- like, if you believe you can still draw

·9· ·socio- -- relatively socioeconomically integrated

10· ·districts by breaking a borough boundary, then you

11· ·should get as close to zero deviation as you can

12· ·without sacrificing compactness and socioeconomic

13· ·integration.

14· · · · · · So if you get to a point -- you haven't

15· ·quite gotten to zero deviation.· But you're just --

16· ·you know, now you're in downtown Fairbanks --

17· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Uh-huh.

18· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· -- putting that in 36 or --

19· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yeah, that's a whole new

20· ·plan.· Right.

21· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· -- you're putting the

22· ·university in or -- I mean, I think you need --

23· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· So it's practicable --

24· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· Don't -- don't have -- just say

25· ·we're going to get to the number.· See how close you
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·1· ·can get to the number while still honoring --

·2· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· That makes sense to me.

·3· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· That's what I was trying to

·4· ·suggest is it can't just be zero.

·5· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.· But as close as we

·6· ·can.

·7· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· As close as practicable.

·8· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· As practicable.

·9· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· So to answer your question,

10· ·Mr. Chairman, the deviation of Fairbanks as it's

11· ·currently drawn in this iteration is .18 percent

12· ·among the borough (indiscernible).

13· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· .18?

14· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· .18 percent.

15· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· I don't think we've been --

16· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Which is, like, 33 --

17· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· -- this close --

18· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· -- people (indiscernible).

19· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· But we're going to have to

20· ·redo it as soon as we send some member --

21· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible.)

22· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· But yeah.

23· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

24· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· With the proclamation, Matt,

25· ·what is the highest deviation within a district?
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·1· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· Within a borough?

·2· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· No.· Within a district.

·3· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Well, that's different

·4· ·than -- remember, the rules are different within

·5· ·boroughs than it is within districts.

·6· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· What's the highest

·7· ·deviation --

·8· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· I would have --

·9· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· -- out of the 40 of those

10· ·districts?

11· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· I would have to look it up.  I

12· ·don't have it off the top of my head.

13· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· I should be able to

14· ·(indiscernible).

15· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· Eric, can you pull that for us,

16· ·the deviation of the 2013 plan?

17· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· The highest and the lowest

18· ·deviations.

19· · · · · · UNIDENTIFIED MALE:· (Indiscernible.)

20· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· Yeah.· I have it in the

21· ·proclamation documentation.· It'll take me a few

22· ·minutes to get that up.

23· · · · · · MR. PRESLEY:· I can also (indiscernible).

24· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· Thank you.

25· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· We've got all kinds of
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·1· ·numbers.

·2· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· I think I know.· I just -- I'm

·3· ·not going to say it.· (Indiscernible.)

·4· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Even better if you can tell

·5· ·me that answer within a borough.

·6· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yeah.· So both the total

·7· ·of --

·8· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Yeah.

·9· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· -- the total

10· ·(indiscernible).

11· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· I'm just wondering what the

12· ·highest was in the prior --

13· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· It got really tight, is my

14· ·recollection.· Well, within the boroughs, I know they

15· ·did.

16· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· They were very tight in the

17· ·boroughs.

18· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yeah.

19· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· And that's one of the

20· ·reasons Anchorage looks so --

21· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Right.· Looks so -- exactly,

22· ·does not look pretty because they were extremely

23· ·tight.

24· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Is -- is that -- so when you

25· ·say the .18, is that in this version or is that --
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·1· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Yes.· I -- I switched out --

·2· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Oh, you did.

·3· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· -- and loaded the version

·4· ·that -- that --

·5· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· We tried to keep City of

·6· ·North Pole --

·7· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· We (indiscernible) City of

·8· ·North Pole.

·9· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· -- all together, keep

10· ·Fairbanks all together.

11· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· We fixed -- we fixed the

12· ·North Pole.· It had been brought to our attention

13· ·that our v3 just inadvertently cracked -- broke

14· ·through the North Pole city boundary.· There was,

15· ·like, 14 people involved.· So John called that to my

16· ·attention, and I was able to fix that in this

17· ·iteration.

18· · · · · · So there's -- it's 812,770 (indiscernible).

19· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· So we're looking at v3 right

20· ·now, right?

21· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· This is --

22· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yes.

23· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· In v4, what were the

24· ·deviations?

25· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· I'll have to look.· The
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·1· ·difference of 33 people (indiscernible).

·2· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· 33?

·3· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible.)

·4· · · · · · So, Melanie, to answer your question, on the

·5· ·version 4, the lowest deviation was minus .74 and the

·6· ·highest deviation was 1.· 1.0.· That includes Valdez

·7· ·being --

·8· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· Under 2 percent --

·9· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· -- with the Mat-Su, though.

10· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· -- total?

11· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yes, under 2 percent.

12· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· Is that under plan --

13· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· It's 1.74.· 1.74 would be

14· ·the total deviation.· That includes -- that takes --

15· ·that presumes Valdez is with the Mat-Su, though.

16· ·Since we're talking about the breakout of the

17· ·borough, that has to be kept in line.

18· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· So for this district -- or

19· ·these five districts, it is practicable to reduce

20· ·that deviation much lower; however, it -- to the

21· ·detriment of the Mat-Su Borough's desire not to have

22· ·Valdez.

23· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible.)

24· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· And Valdez not wanting to be

25· ·with Mat-Su Borough, correct?
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· In version 4?

·2· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Yeah.

·3· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Yeah.

·4· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· I just wanted to know if it

·5· ·was -- if it's something that can be achieved to have

·6· ·minimum deviation for these five districts.

·7· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yeah.· I think there's --

·8· ·all the other -- all the other plans have

·9· ·demonstrated they've gotten to those very low

10· ·deviations by taking out different parts and

11· ·different (indiscernible).· So we know --

12· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· And this is five districts

13· ·we're talking about, whereas Valdez is --

14· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· 4,000.

15· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· -- going to impact one

16· ·district if it gets pushed in with the Mat-Su

17· ·Borough, correct?

18· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· If Valdez goes with the

19· ·Mat-Su Borough, then that impacts that greater

20· ·Interior district, which is where we would be putting

21· ·the excess Fairbanks population.

22· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· It's about (indiscernible).

23· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Board version 4 -- board

24· ·version 4 doesn't push any of the excess out.

25· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yes, it does.
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Does it?

·2· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.

·3· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· That's what I was asking.

·4· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Oh, yes, yes.

·5· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· No.· Nicole's plan took out

·6· ·Eielson.

·7· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· I didn't ask that.· I asked

·8· ·what the deviations were.· I asked the wrong

·9· ·question.

10· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Okay.· There's deviation

11· ·tables for all six plans.· We can look at board plan

12· ·v4 is --

13· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· It takes out Eielson.

14· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· This is v3 modified?

15· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· This is as we adopted.

16· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Okay.· Not the v3.· That's

17· ·the .18, where we made the tweaks.

18· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Yeah.· We just -- yeah.· But

19· ·the question was about v4, which we --

20· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Okay.

21· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· So if you look at v4, the

22· ·districts, you can see the types of deviations that

23· ·were achieved once the Fairbanks North Star

24· ·Borough --

25· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· And what number are we using
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·1· ·the v4 for, for Fairbanks?

·2· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· 31 through 35.

·3· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· It's 31 through 35, I

·4· ·believe.

·5· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Would it be useful to take

·6· ·a look or kind of overlay the other four alternative

·7· ·maps onto this and just take a look at where they --

·8· ·because they all took population out of Fairbanks,

·9· ·right?

10· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Yeah.· I can -- the fastest

11· ·way to achieve that is to use -- is here, and you can

12· ·quickly see --

13· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yeah.

14· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· -- all the ways people

15· ·chopped Fairbanks apart.

16· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yeah.· That's a great tool.

17· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· And it won't be quite as

18· ·beautiful as what you're used to seeing, but it will

19· ·I think (indiscernible).

20· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Chop Fairbanks apart.

21· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Well, to illustrate -- so

22· ·that's v3, which we've been looking at.· Here's 4.

23· ·So (indiscernible) I guess and toggle the rest.

24· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Okay.· Hold on.

25· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· And do we have those printed
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·1· ·somewhere up on the wall?

·2· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Yeah.· Fairbanks is --

·3· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· TJ, where's Fairbanks?

·4· · · · · · MR. PRESLEY:· Fairbanks (indiscernible).

·5· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· It's over on the

·6· ·(indiscernible).

·7· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· It might be more useful for

·8· ·you to compare them side by side.

·9· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Yeah.· You can't.· It's --

10· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· It's really hard for me to

11· ·grasp.

12· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· That's true.· You can't.

13· ·Because it's just going to be missing, so you don't

14· ·really know what it is.

15· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Yeah.

16· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· It's (indiscernible).

17· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· That's from the west side.

18· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Yeah.

19· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· (Indiscernible) the west

20· ·side.

21· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Whose is this?

22· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· AFFER.

23· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· ER.· But AFFER's since made

24· ·a change, and that's AFFR, which is the Southeast

25· ·Eielson basically.
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· So I'd check that idea.

·2· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· I know.· Senate Minority.

·3· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· That's the Senate Minority,

·4· ·which is -- completely blows up --

·5· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yeah.

·6· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· -- (indiscernible).

·7· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· This is the 2013

·8· ·proclamation with the current layout.

·9· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· And we did get Pleasant

10· ·Valley there.· We had testimony from Pleasant Valley

11· ·and from Two Rivers, from people who said:· Put us

12· ·back in the borough.

13· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Right.

14· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· But interesting, I know one

15· ·of the testimonies was that we like the AFFR plan but

16· ·make sure we're back in the borough.· We don't

17· ·(indiscernible).

18· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible.)

19· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· We like it, except the

20· ·parts we don't.

21· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Pick somebody else to go.

22· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Put the other guy

23· ·(indiscernible).

24· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Oh, that's been your

25· ·problem all along.· Who do you --
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·1· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Who do you kick off the

·2· ·island?

·3· · · · · · MR. SANDBERG:· Here's the 2010 -- or 2013.

·4· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Proclamation districts?

·5· ·Okay.

·6· · · · · · MR. SANDBERG:· The 2010 population and the

·7· ·deviation.· The number they used was 17,000

·8· ·(indiscernible).

·9· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Okay.

10· · · · · · MR. SANDBERG:· They used 55.

11· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· 55?· Okay.· And you're in

12· ·Fairbanks?

13· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible.)

14· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· The Fairbanks would be 1, 2,

15· ·3, 4, right?

16· · · · · · MR. SANDBERG:· And 5.

17· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5.

18· · · · · · MR. SANDBERG:· And then 6 was part of

19· ·Fairbanks.

20· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· It has that section.

21· · · · · · MR. SANDBERG:· Yeah.· (Indiscernible.)

22· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· The 2013 --

23· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Well, so you're kind of

24· ·tending toward --

25· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· -- the lowest deviation was
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·1· ·(indiscernible).

·2· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· (Indiscernible.)

·3· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Just kind of the north,

·4· ·yeah.

·5· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· (Indiscernible.)

·6· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

·7· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· District 40 is of course the

·8· ·lowest.

·9· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· (Indiscernible) mean you

10· ·had to do it.

11· · · · · · UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE:· Did you want the

12· ·highest to lowest, Melanie?

13· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· I just wanted the highest.

14· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.· You might as well get

15· ·it right.· There's no practical reason you can't.

16· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Yeah.· It's not impossible.

17· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Once you make a decision to

18· ·break it, yeah.

19· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Yeah.

20· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· (Indiscernible) is the

21· ·spread.· But keeping the borough intact

22· ·(indiscernible).· So 3.6 was --

23· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· No.· It was actually less.

24· ·Because --

25· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Yeah.· It was a spread.
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· It was negative 2.4.· So

·2· ·2.4 --

·3· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· It was 1.8.· Actually, it's

·4· ·more than that.

·5· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yeah.

·6· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· It's going to be

·7· ·(indiscernible) 34 point -- 4 point -- you know,

·8· ·normally I do the math in the head pretty fast,

·9· ·but --

10· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· It should be 4.2.

11· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· And keeping the borough

12· ·intact --

13· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· It's 4.2 total.

14· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· -- what's the highest

15· ·deviation?

16· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· In the 2013 plan, it was

17· ·negative half a percent.

18· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· No.· I mean in -- in

19· ·whatever -- in board version 3, what's the highest

20· ·deviation?

21· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· 4 point --

22· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· 4.45.

23· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· 4.4.

24· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· 4.45?

25· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· 4.45.· That's right --
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·1· ·4.4 -- oh, I'm sorry.· 4.43.

·2· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· 4.43.

·3· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· And it had -- did it have a

·4· ·plan deviation (indiscernible) this version?

·5· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· A planned deviation?

·6· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· I would not --

·7· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Will it change?· Because we

·8· ·really actually improved it by taking --

·9· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Nanwalek and Port Graham.

10· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah, Port Graham.· And that

11· ·really brought that up.· So I think we're, like,

12· ·about 7 now, right?· We're -- was that 2.7?

13· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· From 37?

14· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· 37 --

15· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Also --

16· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· -- as amended?

17· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Let me take a look.

18· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Also Budd -- well, no

19· ·(indiscernible).

20· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Now it's 1.76.

21· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Yeah.· So 37 currently is

22· ·1.76.

23· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· And what was the other one?

24· ·4.3?

25· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· 4.43.
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· 4.45.

·2· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· So you have to add those two

·3· ·numbers together, right?

·4· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· So that's 6.19.

·5· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yeah.· That's --

·6· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Yeah.· But 38 is our

·7· ·low-lier.

·8· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Oh, it is.· Okay.

·9· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· So I believe -- we improved

10· ·37, which had been our previous low, and that made a

11· ·new low.

12· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Okay.

13· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· It's not as bad, but --

14· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· It's not as low as the

15· ·previous low.

16· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· 2.87.

17· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Thank you.· Not as low as

18· ·the previous low.

19· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· We're having to have a new

20· ·lexicon --

21· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· So that 7.3 would be the

22· ·total deviation.

23· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Yeah.

24· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· But the spread is 38 to 31

25· ·of the districts that are setting this number right
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·1· ·now.

·2· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· That's (indiscernible).

·3· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· But .53 is the lowest.

·4· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Did you get that solved

·5· ·while I was out?

·6· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yeah.

·7· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Well, we've still got to do

·8· ·the Mat-Su.

·9· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· Have you all made -- or talked

10· ·about Valdez yet, or not really?

11· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Well, depends on what

12· ·happens here.

13· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible) how it's

14· ·connected.· Right.

15· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· Yeah.

16· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· It's one of the key

17· ·decisions, though, for sure.· But I think -- I think

18· ·it's important to try different variations --

19· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· Yeah.· No, I --

20· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· -- to see where --

21· ·because -- yeah, because I did a version where Valdez

22· ·would have been able to stay with the Interior and we

23· ·were still able to make changes to -- I was still

24· ·able to make changes to the North Star Borough.· But

25· ·then that necessitated changes to some of the VRA
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·1· ·borough said you should push out people from the

·2· ·borough to the broader District 36 --

·3· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Rather than --

·4· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· -- to try and achieve the

·5· ·ideal --

·6· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Oh, sorry.

·7· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· -- to achieve the ideal

·8· ·district size, and that if you do take that group,

·9· ·put them into one district.· So those were the major

10· ·takeaways that I got from the borough's resolution.

11· ·So I -- I really view that -- I take that seriously

12· ·and respect that.

13· · · · · · So I worked with Peter on -- we were just

14· ·working on it before the meeting started, to try to

15· ·look at that to see how close we could get to ideal

16· ·district size and still take into account some of the

17· ·other factors that I heard in Fairbanks, as well,

18· ·some of which were keep the city intact, the City of

19· ·Fairbanks, put it into two legislative districts,

20· ·keep it to the city limits the best you can, and have

21· ·two legislative districts in the City of Fairbanks

22· ·and one Senate district.

23· · · · · · So in this version --

24· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· This is an old version.· Did

25· ·you want to see the one we've been working on?
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·1· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.

·2· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· (Indiscernible.)

·3· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Could you pull that up?

·4· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Sure.

·5· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible) getting

·6· ·ready.

·7· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· And another thing that I

·8· ·heard from people in Fairbanks, they didn't really

·9· ·like having populations, which I think both

10· ·version 3 -- or version 4 and to a greater extent

11· ·version 3 had, was taking people from the west side

12· ·of Fairbanks and wrapping around the Tanana River and

13· ·picking up people from the east side, although it's

14· ·currently done that way in that legislative district,

15· ·since the 2013 proclamation.

16· · · · · · Version 4 had a variation of that, and

17· ·version 3 had a greater variation of that.· So -- and

18· ·even some of the other maps.· I think if a bar had

19· ·that same wraparound to the south, I'm not sure if

20· ·(indiscernible) did, but it's not uncommon for that

21· ·to happen.· But I heard that from people.

22· · · · · · And so in this version, I tried to avoid

23· ·that and not bring -- connect to the south any of the

24· ·constituents from the east -- or from the west side

25· ·to the east side of Fairbanks.
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·1· · · · · · And then looking at which portion of the

·2· ·borough should we put into the adjacent district.· As

·3· ·I mentioned yesterday, there's four major highways

·4· ·that come into and out of Fairbanks, to the west is

·5· ·the Parks Highway, to the east and south is the

·6· ·Richardson Highway, to the north and east is the

·7· ·Steese Highway, and to the north and slightly west is

·8· ·the Elliott Highway.

·9· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Mr. Chair, can you wait

10· ·until the map is actually up for --

11· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah, sure.

12· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· -- us to be able to see what

13· ·you're saying?

14· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Okay.· I'm just practicing.

15· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Is it also possible to

16· ·print me a copy?

17· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Of course.· We can print out

18· ·a large, small?

19· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Just a small one.· And

20· ·print me one of mine, too, please.

21· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Thanks for getting secured,

22· ·TJ.

23· · · · · · MR. PRESLEY:· Oh, yeah.· I'm

24· ·(indiscernible).

25· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Okay.· So see if I can --
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·1· ·would you like me to change the underlying view

·2· ·(indiscernible) satellite view or --

·3· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Well, I like the satellite

·4· ·view, so then I can -- you know, I know all the

·5· ·topography and the rivers and Fort Knox Gold Mine

·6· ·that you can see from space.· You can see it in the

·7· ·upper right.

·8· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· That's it.

·9· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· That's Fort Knox, yeah.

10· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Okay.· So --

11· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Okay.· So first starting

12· ·with maybe with the Fairbanks -- City of Fairbanks

13· ·boundaries.

14· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Sure.· Let me -- I'm going

15· ·to show this view.· I'll switch back (indiscernible)

16· ·like this.· The city boundary.

17· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Right.· So that was No. 1,

18· ·kind of starting in the middle of the city, that --

19· ·that really follows the city boundaries.· Is that the

20· ·city boundary line?

21· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Yeah, yeah.· We can make it

22· ·thicker.

23· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.· Make it a little

24· ·heavier, just so we can --

25· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· (Indiscernible.)

EXC.SGY-000046

PACIFIC RIM REPORTING 
907-272-4383 



·1· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· So the city -- the city we

·2· ·basically divided into east and west, which is how

·3· ·it's typically always been.· We used a very distinct

·4· ·line to distinguish between 33 and 34, which is the

·5· ·Steese Highway.· So the Steese Highway goes north to

·6· ·south, and there are no neighborhoods that that

·7· ·really intersects.· It's primarily Fort Wainwright,

·8· ·the military base, on the east of that line in 34,

·9· ·and then residential areas on -- outside of the base

10· ·on the west side, in 33.

11· · · · · · We did, as the other maps I mentioned,

12· ·although you can still drive to that part, 35 does

13· ·incorporate some to the south of the city.· There's

14· ·not a lot of population in there, Lakeview trailer

15· ·court is in that portion right there.· The other area

16· ·is mainly industrial along Van Horn Road.

17· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· That's the city boundary,

18· ·right?

19· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· And that's the city

20· ·boundary.· So basically it just follows the city

21· ·boundary, which is what one of the court rulings that

22· ·Matt had given us was.

23· · · · · · It does keep -- the other thing I heard is

24· ·keep the North Pole area intact.· It does have all of

25· ·the North Pole, the city of North Pole, in one
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·1· ·district.· And it keeps Eielson and -- let's see.

·2· ·No, it just keeps Moose Creek in with the North Pole

·3· ·area and then Eielson, Eielson Farm Road in

·4· ·District 31.

·5· · · · · · Could you zoom out just a little?

·6· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

·7· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· So that incorporates a

·8· ·pretty significant part of the borough.· We took kind

·9· ·of north and south along the Elliott and the Steese

10· ·Highway going north and south, which abut District 36

11· ·to the north.

12· · · · · · That's where we came into the borough,

13· ·across the north side, spread east to west, and --

14· ·and pulled out the people to try and get, as the

15· ·borough assembly had requested, as close as we could

16· ·to the ideal district size, which is 18,335.

17· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· For some reason this does

18· ·not have the changes we just made in the last hour.

19· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.

20· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· I just noticed, John, we

21· ·have added Fox and a few things here to make these

22· ·deviations lower.

23· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.

24· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· So let me try and chase that

25· ·down while you're talking about the overall --
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·1· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Okay.

·2· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· But we have better

·3· ·deviations.

·4· · · · · · (Indiscernible background conversation.)

·5· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· So just to clarify, while

·6· ·he's doing that, this is a brand-new revised version.

·7· ·When he gets it -- gets us the right one, that takes

·8· ·that segment of the population out and moves it to

·9· ·36.

10· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Exactly.· And it really then

11· ·balances --

12· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Have you redistributed the

13· ·rest of the district where you took that from and

14· ·(indiscernible) the rest of the borough?

15· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.· So within each of the

16· ·five districts, the deviations are very close.· It

17· ·also -- the amount we took out really balances

18· ·Valdez, so that it -- what we're taking in version 3,

19· ·where we had Valdez in this district, that that now

20· ·goes into the Mat-Su and that portion of Fairbanks

21· ·that goes into 36 replaces Valdez, so that

22· ·District 36 is basically the same, without then in

23· ·the west having to come into the Interior districts,

24· ·the Doyon districts, and putting those into 39.

25· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· So protecting 36 basically
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·1· ·from any kind of major --

·2· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Disruption.

·3· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· -- dislocation --

·4· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· And where -- Valdez is --

·5· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Just say -- can you repeat

·6· ·what you just said about 36 and 39?

·7· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Well, it then -- it makes 36

·8· ·whole so that there is not a need to put -- to take

·9· ·population away from 36 and push into 39, and solves

10· ·that problem --

11· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Okay.

12· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· -- that I think we were

13· ·discussing yesterday about keeping District 39 the

14· ·way it is, as proposed in version 4.

15· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· So it maintains to the best

16· ·as we can socioeconomic integrity.

17· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.· On both

18· ·(indiscernible).

19· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Between -- between 36 and

20· ·39.

21· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Between 36 and 39.

22· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· So protecting 36 by moving

23· ·Valdez elsewhere --

24· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· And also improves --

25· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· -- and also gets 39.
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· -- improves the

·2· ·socioeconomic --

·3· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Integration.

·4· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· -- integration --

·5· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· And --

·6· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Over what we had considered

·7· ·yesterday.· So I'm not looking at it as protecting a

·8· ·certain part of the state.

·9· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Well, I'm using protecting

10· ·just in the sense of maintaining --

11· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Maintaining that integrity.

12· ·Thank you.

13· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· John, would you mind if,

14· ·when you're done explaining, we overlie my version on

15· ·top of yours --

16· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Sure.

17· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· -- just so I can see?

18· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.

19· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· I asked them to print, but

20· ·then I forgot we had that option.

21· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· I think it's

22· ·(indiscernible).

23· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Can you -- when he's done

24· ·explaining, overlie mine on his so I can see the

25· ·differences?
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·1· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Overlay your -- yeah.· And

·2· ·we're having -- my computer is throwing errors.

·3· ·We're exporting John's most current plan.· So we

·4· ·don't even have that at the moment.

·5· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible) world.

·6· ·That's what's been happening to me the last two days.

·7· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· The biggest difference is

·8· ·taking -- you know, where we take the population.

·9· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Where the break is?

10· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.

11· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· And you're suggesting --

12· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Take it from the north side.

13· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Okay.

14· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· East and west, rather than

15· ·the --

16· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· So you want to take

17· ·(indiscernible) Goldstream and Ester?

18· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Well, and Chena Hot Springs

19· ·Road, some of the Steese --

20· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Two Rivers, Pleasant

21· ·Valley.

22· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· -- Fox -- I don't know if we

23· ·went as far as Pleasant Valley.

24· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Your (indiscernible) is

25· ·right in here.· It takes Fox and a portion of
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·1· ·Goldstream is essentially (indiscernible).

·2· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· This is the old work

·3· ·version?

·4· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· This is Nicole's version 4,

·5· ·right?· That's what you wanted to see?

·6· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· No.· I wanted to see my

·7· ·version overlay his version.· What I'm most -- what

·8· ·I'm most interested in hearing right now, and I

·9· ·understand, thank you very much, all of the district

10· ·(indiscernible) and why you grouped these populations

11· ·together.· I want to hear a little bit more about the

12· ·break, because this is a significant shift between v4

13· ·and what the chairman is now proposing.

14· · · · · · Because I'm proposing to take that excess

15· ·from Eielson, and he's saying to move it to the top.

16· ·I'm open very much to hearing that.· I just want to

17· ·understand a little bit.

18· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Okay.· Yeah.· No problem.

19· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Open to hearing it and

20· ·moving in Nanwalek way after I understand.

21· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Okay.· Great.

22· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· (Indiscernible.)

23· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· To be clear, that bill does

24· ·require taking Valdez out of the (indiscernible); is

25· ·that correct?
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·1· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Correct.

·2· · · · · · MR. PRESLEY:· (Indiscernible) create a new

·3· ·plan first.

·4· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· I do think, though,

·5· ·socioeconomically, it makes more sense to do that as

·6· ·opposed to pulling rural Interior Athabascan

·7· ·communities and pushing them into a whole other

·8· ·ANCSA -- ANCSA region, which ANCSA regions were

·9· ·defined -- were established based on socioeconomic

10· ·connectivity and where there are no boroughs

11· ·identified.· To me it's closest thing that you can

12· ·have to a borough that delineates socioeconomic

13· ·integration.· So --

14· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Bethany's not here, just

15· ·so you guys know.· She had to take off

16· ·(indiscernible).

17· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· (Indiscernible) still

18· ·trying (indiscernible).

19· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· (Indiscernible.)

20· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· I've got about a 20-minute

21· ·queue on a task, so --

22· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Okay.

23· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· -- it's going to take a

24· ·little while.

25· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· I support what you're
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·1· ·saying, especially when you go back to the early

·2· ·records and how the ANCSA boundaries were formed.

·3· ·We, as a Native community, wrestled a lot with the

·4· ·socioeconomic integration and pairing in forming

·5· ·(indiscernible).

·6· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Amongst theirselves.

·7· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Amongst ourselves.

·8· · · · · · Mr. Chairman, is it possible to do a

·9· ·five-minute bathroom break?

10· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Sure.· Let's do that.· Let's

11· ·take a break.

12· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

13· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· What you saw on the screen

14· ·was not the current version (indiscernible).· We're

15· ·trying to get the proper (indiscernible).

16· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

17· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· I started to go into Peter's

18· ·office to ask him a question, then (indiscernible)

19· ·look at the issue on my computer first.

20· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

21· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· -- family member that was

22· ·having a surgical procedure today.

23· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Oh, wow.

24· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· And I said, only contact me

25· ·if something goes awry, and they contacted me.· Well,
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·1· ·what went awry was that they ended up not having to

·2· ·do the procedure.· That's why they contacted me

·3· ·(indiscernible) more precise.

·4· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Well, I'm glad that's all it

·5· ·was.· Not a problem.

·6· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· That's all it was, yeah.

·7· · · · · · MR. PRESLEY:· (Indiscernible) of the screen,

·8· ·and I am printing two versions of this map.

·9· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· I actually don't need it

10· ·printed if he just overlies mine on his.

11· · · · · · MR. PRESLEY:· Oh, good.· (Indiscernible.)

12· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· I'm mainly concerned that

13· ·the majority of my proposed districts overlap with

14· ·his, and I'm sure that they will.· And then our

15· ·bigger discussion is going to be about if we break

16· ·the borough, on what side of the borough that

17· ·population is shared.

18· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

19· · · · · · MR. PRESLEY:· So did you (indiscernible)?

20· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· So this is the

21· ·(indiscernible) file from -- does this look right to

22· ·you, Nicole?· This was your (indiscernible).· This

23· ·was a section of your Fairbanks (indiscernible) 36.

24· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· The red line is what's in

25· ·the borough.
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·1· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· And this was your North Pole

·2· ·district.· This was your east -- east Fairbanks city

·3· ·district.· This was your west Fairbanks city

·4· ·district.· (Indiscernible.)

·5· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· (Indiscernible.)

·6· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· I'm going to change 31 maybe

·7· ·to something else.

·8· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

·9· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· And if you could actually

10· ·just print this out so I can see it stationary.

11· ·You're moving all over the place.

12· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· (Indiscernible.)

13· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Yes, please.

14· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

15· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· John, I'm passing some mints

16· ·along.

17· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Oh, thank you.

18· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible.)

19· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· It was getting a little bit

20· ·stuffy in here.

21· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible.)

22· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· It improves the air quality

23· ·significantly inside my mask.

24· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

25· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Are we back in a position
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·1· ·where we can talk about this, or are we waiting for

·2· ·something?

·3· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible.)

·4· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· I think we're waiting on

·5· ·(indiscernible).

·6· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· We're making some printouts.

·7· · · · · · MR. PRESLEY:· Oh, and hold on.· We've been

·8· ·(indiscernible).

·9· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible.)

10· · · · · · MR. PRESLEY:· Once again.

11· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Technology (indiscernible).

12· · · · · · MR. PRESLEY:· I know.· (Indiscernible.)

13· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Peter, what's up is the

14· ·one with better deviations?

15· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· (Indiscernible.)· The

16· ·version that you see here reflects some changes John

17· ·and I made this morning to get deviations lower.· We

18· ·had taken in some outlying area here and made some

19· ·minor adjustments here.

20· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Can you grab that lower

21· ·part of -- so it's got that part below 32, John's 32.

22· ·How many people are in there, right below the base

23· ·right there?

24· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· So -- yeah, I see where

25· ·you're pointing.· I'm just trying to get the thing to
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·1· ·go.

·2· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· (Indiscernible.)

·3· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· (Indiscernible.)

·4· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· I'm not positive, but I

·5· ·think you might have had Eielson Farm Road, which is

·6· ·that area between the Tanana and the Richardson.  I

·7· ·can't see your overlay on there, but --

·8· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Yes, I know.

·9· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· The question, Nicole, is

10· ·right here.

11· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Not many people in there.

12· ·It's agricultural.· There's farms in there.

13· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Okay.· It just looks like

14· ·a large area.

15· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Just on the outside of

16· ·the --

17· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· And then is that the same

18· ·that's true for the northern part of 32

19· ·(indiscernible) 31?· Because I think that's the

20· ·biggest geographical inter-exchange between our

21· ·versions.· But I don't know.· What happened to mine?

22· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· I don't know.

23· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible.)

24· · · · · · MR. PRESLEY:· You need (indiscernible)?

25· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· When I zoomed in, your layer
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·1· ·disappeared, broken, errors, no clue why.

·2· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Okay.

·3· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· It's on the thumb drive.

·4· ·We're just printing your printouts (indiscernible).

·5· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Sure.· Okay.

·6· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Which is very frustrating to

·7· ·me, but it's the way it is.

·8· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· So I actually don't need

·9· ·them printed out if I can just see it up here.

10· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

11· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· I'm going to get it

12· ·whether I want it or not.· Got it.

13· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· (Indiscernible.)

14· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Exactly.· I'm trying to

15· ·make it easier.· I just --

16· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· We're seeing crashes and

17· ·errors I've never seen before.

18· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible.)

19· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Is everything saved on a

20· ·thumb drive, in case (indiscernible)?

21· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· That's why (indiscernible).

22· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· (Indiscernible.)

23· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· I'm walking around with my

24· ·shoes.· This is like 1970s:· We walk the file from

25· ·one computer (indiscernible).
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· The Cloud storage is not

·2· ·working (indiscernible).

·3· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

·4· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· It's in the neighborhood of

·5· ·300 people that are involved.

·6· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Nicole, did you hear that?

·7· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Yeah.· But what about the

·8· ·southern -- okay.· So 300 in the southern boundary of

·9· ·32 (indiscernible) 31.· And there's -- how much from

10· ·my northern boundary 32 goes to 31?

11· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· I'm just going to restart --

12· ·it won't load any layers now, so I'm going to restart

13· ·the software and then --

14· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· You might want

15· ·(indiscernible).

16· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· (Indiscernible.)

17· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yeah.· I'm not that person,

18· ·so (indiscernible).

19· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

20· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Hey, guys, Peter's got

21· ·something very helpful here.

22· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

23· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· But I think this is good to

24· ·see.· You can see the different areas like Ester and

25· ·Steele Creek and Two Rivers.· You can see them
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·1· ·labeled on here, very helpful.

·2· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· So what's the blue outline?

·3· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· That's the census designated

·4· ·areas, so that you can see the communities that are

·5· ·affected by the two different changes.

·6· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· Okay.

·7· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Thank you.

·8· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Now I'll be able to see

·9· ·them.

10· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yes.

11· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

12· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· The colored districts is

13· ·John's.· The blue lines are census designated areas.

14· · · · · · So the questions they're asking are where's

15· ·Farmer's Loop?· Where's Ester?· Where's Steele Creek?

16· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· They're all labeled right

17· ·there.

18· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· This one's a better version

19· ·up on the screen, you guys.· (Indiscernible.)

20· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible.)

21· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

22· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Where you can see.· You can

23· ·see where Steele Creek is, you can see where Two

24· ·Rivers is.· You can see all of those.

25· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Can you put --
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· It's more visible, not

·2· ·better.

·3· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Can you put the city

·4· ·boundaries up there, or (indiscernible).

·5· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Yeah, that would be

·6· ·helpful.

·7· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· City's are black.

·8· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· What are these other things?

·9· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Census designated areas.

10· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Can you put these things

11· ·in a different color, like red?

12· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Can you get rid of those

13· ·other blue lines?

14· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Sure.

15· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· That's what Nicole was

16· ·asking about, seeing the different areas, you know.

17· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· No.· I thought she wanted an

18· ·overlay of her --

19· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· She -- yeah, we had that

20· ·earlier.

21· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· So there's multiple

22· ·(indiscernible).

23· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· We must have missed that.

24· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· We really -- we really

25· ·didn't, though, because weren't you -- is this John's
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·1· ·best version of the best deviations?

·2· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· This is John's best version

·3· ·with best deviations.

·4· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Okay.· But where's my

·5· ·overlay on it?

·6· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· I have three overlays I can

·7· ·give you.· Yours.

·8· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· That's the one I care

·9· ·about.· Sorry.· I'm going to be honest.

10· · · · · · Beth, that's mine.

11· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Yours is red, city

12· ·boundaries are black.

13· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Okay.

14· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Okay.· So North Pole is

15· ·still in 32.

16· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Correct.

17· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· But it has a lot more

18· ·other rural areas around it and more of the base you

19· ·took in, huh?

20· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· In 32?

21· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Yeah, your 32.

22· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.· 32, I don't -- that

23· ·might -- Wainwright's boundaries might be the

24· ·difference between 32 and 34.

25· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· (Indiscernible.)
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· That would be good.

·2· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· So Wainwright

·3· ·(indiscernible).

·4· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· (Indiscernible), just to be

·5· ·clear.

·6· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· No, you're absolutely

·7· ·right.· (Indiscernible) looking at the map and

·8· ·they're listening to us.

·9· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· So let's -- 32 and 34 are

10· ·(indiscernible) looks like going north and south.  I

11· ·can't -- you need to zoom in to see some of the --

12· ·where's Badger?· There's Bradway.· There's the Old

13· ·Rich.

14· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· It's --

15· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· So Badger is primarily --

16· ·actually, Badger is the delineation --

17· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Can I ask you a question,

18· ·John?

19· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Please.

20· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· From the testimony, what

21· ·we've heard is the military and the university are

22· ·anchor economic institutions for Fairbanks.· And

23· ·yesterday when we discussed putting the military

24· ·bases outside into the rural district, I heard

25· ·concerns about how that doesn't make sense
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·1· ·socioeconomically because it's such an anchor

·2· ·economic driver for Fairbanks.

·3· · · · · · But we also heard testimony previously about

·4· ·the university system also being a major anchor

·5· ·economic driving force for Fairbanks.

·6· · · · · · So from what I'm looking at, one of the big

·7· ·differences between yours and Nicole's maps is that

·8· ·hers keeps College area in with 33, whereas yours

·9· ·pushes it out to 35.

10· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.· Well, I think the

11· ·university is a driver for the economics of the

12· ·borough, not just the city -- the downtown city part.

13· ·It really drives the economy of the borough in

14· ·whole --

15· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Okay.

16· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· -- not just the City of

17· ·Fairbanks.

18· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Okay.

19· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· Just a reminder, for those

20· ·districts that are within the borough, they are

21· ·socioeconomically integrated as a matter of law.· So

22· ·your focus should be on drawing within the borough

23· ·districts that are compact and as close to equal

24· ·population as possible.· You don't really have to be

25· ·terribly concerned about socioeconomic integration

EXC.SGY-000066

PACIFIC RIM REPORTING 
907-272-4383 



·1· ·within the borough, because, again, it's a matter of

·2· ·law.· That's all.

·3· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· And then from the optics

·4· ·perspective, there is this cutout here, but that is

·5· ·city limits, right?

·6· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Yeah.

·7· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Okay.

·8· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· That's the city boundary.

·9· ·That is the city boundary.

10· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· As is this right here.

11· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Thank you.

12· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Can I ask some questions?

13· ·I'm trying to analyze my map compared to yours here.

14· · · · · · So when I drafted my UAF college district, I

15· ·needed the population, and I went east into the city

16· ·to grab that excess population, because Fairbanks has

17· ·enough -- Fairbanks city itself has enough for 1.75.

18· · · · · · You chose to go the opposite direction and

19· ·seek that excess population west.

20· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· I just felt that the

21· ·university district is a neighborhood really of 35.

22· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Okay.

23· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· I mean, that's where I live

24· ·and grew up.· And that whole area that says College,

25· ·that is really connected as a neighborhood to those
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·1· ·areas to the west of the airport that you see there.

·2· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Okay.

·3· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· The Chena Pump, Chena Ridge,

·4· ·out towards Ester, all of that area is pretty closely

·5· ·connected to the University of Alaska, as far as

·6· ·neighborhood.· A lot of people live on that west

·7· ·side.

·8· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Okay.· And again, because

·9· ·Fairbanks city itself has enough population for 1.75,

10· ·it's going to have to be shedding population --

11· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Correct.

12· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· -- and split.· The whole

13· ·city can't stay together.· So we've just done it in

14· ·different ways.· I started mapping from one

15· ·direction.· It looks like the chairman started

16· ·mapping from another.· This makes rational sense to

17· ·me as to that explanation.

18· · · · · · Can we talk about your proposed 34 now?· So

19· ·this is going to be a Fort Wainwright district.· And

20· ·is that going to be the main anchor there?

21· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· It is.

22· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Okay.

23· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· It also takes part of North

24· ·Pole, to the east of that --

25· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Okay.
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·1· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· -- and to Badger Road, the

·2· ·Badger Road gate that comes out of Fort Wainwright

·3· ·and those areas up to the boundary of the city of

·4· ·North Pole, which is --

·5· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· I see it.

·6· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· So that's all the military

·7· ·base and then those areas to the east, where a lot of

·8· ·those people -- a lot of the people on Fort

·9· ·Wainwright do live --

10· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· In North Pole.

11· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· -- in North Pole, in that --

12· ·that area.· I mean, North Pole is considered military

13· ·community, both in terms of Eielson and Wainwright,

14· ·the greater North Pole area, not necessarily the

15· ·city.

16· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Where the cursor is, what

17· ·is that appendage right there?

18· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· This here?

19· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Up by -- that one.· What

20· ·is that?

21· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Let's see.· Which roads are

22· ·those?

23· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Marigold, Poppy, Sunflower.

24· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· And is -- is that a major

25· ·thoroughfare?
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·1· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· No.

·2· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Did you grab it based on

·3· ·the precinct?

·4· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· I think it was probably just

·5· ·population --

·6· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Census block?

·7· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· -- would be my guess.

·8· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

·9· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Okay.· Just census block.

10· ·Thank you.

11· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Nicole, I have a question

12· ·for you.· I don't have your -- I have the -- I don't

13· ·have yours overlaid over because I don't have your

14· ·overlay.

15· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Okay.

16· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· But, Peter, I was

17· ·(indiscernible).· There's this section right here

18· ·that's the city.· That's the city boundary, right,

19· ·the red line?

20· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· No.

21· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Black is the city.

22· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Black is the city.

23· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Oh, black is the city.

24· ·Okay.· That's what I was confused about.· Okay.

25· ·Thank you.
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·1· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Black is the city.· Red is

·2· ·Nicole's district.

·3· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Red is mine.

·4· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Okay.

·5· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· So back over there where

·6· ·that lake is, there was, like, no population.  I

·7· ·(indiscernible).

·8· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· That's fine.· I was trying

·9· ·to -- I'm used to red being the city boundaries.

10· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· I know.· It's -- okay.

11· · · · · · And then we move into 32, which is a primary

12· ·North Pole district.· And it has all of Badger with

13· ·it or most of it?

14· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· No.· It's going to have a

15· ·part of Badger.

16· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Okay.

17· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· You can see Badger there

18· ·going north.

19· · · · · · And then keep going north, Peter.

20· · · · · · And then it splits to Nordale Road that goes

21· ·up to Chena Hot Springs.· We tried to keep most of

22· ·Badger until we get up to -- and you can see where

23· ·yours --

24· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Oh, Zoom bombed again.

25· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· -- yours runs over.
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Yeah.

·2· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Okay.· So you can see your

·3· ·red line that comes across there and split Badger

·4· ·Road.· Mine tries to take in a little bit more of

·5· ·Badger Road into 34.

·6· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Peter, were we going to get

·7· ·printed out side by side in the same zoom in/zoom out

·8· ·kind of dimensions or whatever, measurements, of this

·9· ·so that we can also take a look for compactness,

10· ·contiguity, et cetera?

11· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· We can do whatever printouts

12· ·you would like.

13· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· That would be helpful,

14· ·because the overlay is almost too much information

15· ·for me.· I'd like to look at them side by side in

16· ·print.

17· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Okay.· No problem.· We can't

18· ·do (indiscernible) trying to think of the best way to

19· ·do this (indiscernible).

20· · · · · · MR. PRESLEY:· (Indiscernible.)

21· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· I'm comfortable with the

22· ·way that this discussion is headed.· I would like the

23· ·opportunity to review it a little bit more in depth

24· ·over that lunch hour.· But policy-wise and broad

25· ·premises, I think that this is the most
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·1· ·constitutional course to take, and it would also help

·2· ·shore up the VRA districts and southcentral, as well.

·3· ·So I do like where this is going.

·4· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· I don't need -- I'd like

·5· ·to --

·6· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· I just want to see --

·7· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· I just want to see them at

·8· ·some point.· Not right now.· I don't want us to stop

·9· ·everything that we're doing right now --

10· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Okay.

11· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· -- to accommodate that

12· ·request.

13· · · · · · I would like to -- if we take a look at what

14· ·the chairman's version does to District 37, and if

15· ·there are any changes from board version 3 and 4

16· ·(indiscernible).

17· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· (indiscernible).

18· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Any of the VRA districts.

19· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Yeah, he wouldn't disturb

20· ·it.

21· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Not in --

22· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· None of the VRA districts

23· ·are --

24· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· No.

25· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Okay.
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·1· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· It keeps Doyon -- the only

·2· ·thing I would suggest --

·3· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Valdez and Mat-Su.

·4· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.· The only thing is

·5· ·Valdez is out.

·6· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Okay.

·7· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· The only suggestion that I

·8· ·would have that I take seriously and I think we

·9· ·should discuss, I would want to see us take in

10· ·Cantwell so that we can keep Ahtna whole.

11· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· They did submit testimony to

12· ·that effect.

13· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· They did, yeah.

14· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· And indicated their

15· ·socioeconomic reasons why.

16· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Exactly.· It means making a

17· ·break in the Denali Borough, but I think it's really

18· ·the only break that we would have in the Denali

19· ·Borough.· And I think there's justification for

20· ·making that.

21· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· I agree.· And they gave very

22· ·solid socioeconomic reasons why.

23· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· And the population really

24· ·won't affect negatively, it'll actually help, in

25· ·terms of District 36, the Doyon district.
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· I agree.

·2· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Which would then really be

·3· ·the Doyon Ahtna district, because both of those would

·4· ·be intact.

·5· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· I agree.

·6· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Maybe, Peter, we can --

·7· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· I'm just demonstrating that

·8· ·here.

·9· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.· Let's --

10· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Where is it within the

11· ·borough?

12· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· It's --

13· · · · · · MR. SINGER:· It's Nicole's solution to

14· ·Valdez Mat-Su.

15· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

16· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Even given that -- so I

17· ·submitted a request.· Cantwell is unique in that it's

18· ·part of a different borough.· I think it's part of

19· ·the Glennallen -- wait.

20· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· No.· It's an unorganized

21· ·borough.

22· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Yeah.· Well, it's part of

23· ·their ANCSA.

24· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.

25· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· But it's part of a different
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·1· ·borough, so --

·2· ·1:34:27

·3· · · · · · (Audio muted.)

·4· ·1:35:30

·5· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· There are 200 people.

·6· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.· I think --

·7· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Our ideal population is

·8· ·(indiscernible) 200 people.

·9· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· So it should be 36.

10· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· But remember, socioeconomic

11· ·integration --

12· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· So --

13· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· -- is more important than

14· ·(indiscernible) deviation.

15· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· They're pretty close.· You

16· ·can see 1.14.

17· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· So we -- we did it from 29

18· ·to 36.

19· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

20· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· They're in 29 right now.

21· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Correct.

22· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· I can't see that

23· ·(indiscernible) table.

24· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· I'm working on it.

25· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· So right now, this is
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·1· ·Valdez -- I'm going to have a hard time saying this,

·2· ·but take Valdez out of the Richardson Highway, and

·3· ·I -- I got the thumb drive here of the -- John's

·4· ·Fairbanks and took Valdez out.· So right now

·5· ·District 36 (indiscernible) is negative 2.25, so

·6· ·about 412 people.

·7· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· 412 low?

·8· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Right.

·9· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· So you're saying --

10· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· I put Cantwell in.

11· · · · · · (Indiscernible - multiple speakers.)

12· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· What is the deviation

13· ·change then by adding Cantwell to 36?

14· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Let's take a look.

15· ·(Indiscernible.)· So we can see it's negative 412.

16· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Right.

17· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· So we're going to take

18· ·Cantwell, which is right here, right?· Nicole, is

19· ·that correct?

20· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Well, zoom in a little.

21· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· (Indiscernible.)

22· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Okay.

23· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· (Indiscernible) some

24· ·names.

25· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· So let's look at --
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· Make sure you have the names

·2· ·so you're grabbing the right --

·3· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Yeah.· That would probably

·4· ·be useful, right?

·5· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible) doesn't show

·6· ·up with (indiscernible).

·7· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Place names?

·8· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· It's just census areas.

·9· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· There it is.

10· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· There it is.· There it is.

11· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· (Indiscernible.)

12· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· And I think the Doyon

13· ·version, they took a significant land mass to the

14· ·south.

15· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Right.· There's a bunch of

16· ·zero blocks here --

17· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Correct.

18· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· -- that are for -- for --

19· ·help it to be --

20· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· That's taking from the

21· ·Mat-Su Borough, not the Denali Borough.

22· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· But also if we used before

23· ·that just connects it -- you don't have two districts

24· ·up there, right?· You would just have one?· Like --

25· ·like 29 and 30.
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·1· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· 29 -- oh, I see what you're

·2· ·saying.· (Indiscernible) how it interfaces with the

·3· ·Mat-Su districts would depend on which Mat-Su was

·4· ·chosen.

·5· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Okay.

·6· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· But for the purposes of this

·7· ·experiment, we can come this way or we could come --

·8· ·you can see that's a very large block.· So let's zoom

·9· ·in just a little bit.· I think the reason that it

10· ·came from underneath here is because this block is

11· ·very large, right?

12· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.

13· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· So it makes more sense, just

14· ·looking at the block shapes --

15· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· I think we'd be a

16· ·(indiscernible).

17· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Just reach in and grab it

18· ·so I can see the number.

19· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.

20· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· And then we can get this

21· ·path later.· I just want to see what it does.

22· · · · · · And again, I'm looking at 36.

23· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yeah, 36 is (indiscernible).

24· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· I'm showing 93 people.· That

25· ·seems a little bit low.
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Yeah.· I've got 185.

·2· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Because you don't have the

·3· ·other side of the road.

·4· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· You have to get the track of

·5· ·the railroad.

·6· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· I've got 185.

·7· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· There you go.

·8· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· 189 actually.

·9· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· (Indiscernible.)

10· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· That's getting down towards

11· ·(indiscernible).· There's a little piece right up at

12· ·the intersection.· That's bound to have some

13· ·population there.

14· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· There you go.

15· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· That's it.

16· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· I've got 206

17· ·(indiscernible).

18· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Okay.· So 36 is at

19· ·negative 2.25 right now.

20· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· Make the changes --

21· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Hold on.· Hold on.

22· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· 2.25 for 12.

23· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· 2.25.· Okay.· Under 2.25?

24· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yes.

25· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· And then adding
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·1· ·Cantwell --

·2· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· And I just assigned it,

·3· ·Nicole.· It took it up to negative 1.12.

·4· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Much better.

·5· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· So it's 18,129 people.

·6· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· And then it's negative how

·7· ·many people?

·8· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· Negative 206 people.

·9· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Seems rational to me.

10· · · · · · MR. TORKELSON:· (Indiscernible.)

11· · · · · · (Indiscernible background conversation.)

12· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Well, we can -- Nicole wants

13· ·to look at the (indiscernible) go to the noon hour,

14· ·so why don't we just -- you can work on that over

15· ·there.

16· · · · · · MEMBER BORROMEO:· Mr. Chairman, I am

17· ·comfortable with your suggestion that Melanie also

18· ·echoed in bringing Cantwell over.· I appreciate the

19· ·exercise in letting me see the deviations and the

20· ·explanations that unincorporated -- has repeatedly

21· ·laid out in public testimony throughout the process,

22· ·and I'm comfortable moving Cantwell into the rural

23· ·Interior district, our proposed 36.

24· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Any other objections to that

25· ·or thoughts on it?
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·1· · · · · · MEMBER SIMPSON:· I agree.

·2· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· I'm not necessarily going to

·3· ·object.· I just want it to be clear that, you know,

·4· ·that takes us to another very hard discussion about

·5· ·Valdez.

·6· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.· Yeah.· Okay.· Well,

·7· ·let's -- let's move on.· So fireworks?

·8· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· And if we're going to have

·9· ·that on the record, then I also want to have on the

10· ·record that, like I said earlier, Valdez has been

11· ·established to have some socioeconomic ties with the

12· ·Mat-Su area compared to the other option, which would

13· ·push villages from District 36 into District 39,

14· ·where there are no socioeconomic connections, so --

15· · · · · · MEMBER MARCUM:· And I will continue on the

16· ·record to say that Mat-Su Borough has testified to

17· ·the socioeconomic non-integration of Valdez.· Valdez

18· ·has testified to the non-integration of them with the

19· ·Mat-Su Borough.

20· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Why don't we wait until we

21· ·have consensus, and then we'll establish everything

22· ·on the record.

23· · · · · · MEMBER BAHNKE:· That's fine.· I mean

24· ·(indiscernible).

25· · · · · · CHAIR BINKLEY:· Yeah.· So let's -- let's
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·1· ·there, and I just wanted you to see the deviations,

·2· ·since you haven't actually seen 36 once Nenana is added.

·3· ·It's plus 223, 1.22.

·4· · · · · ·BOARD MEMBER BETHANY MARCUM:· Can I just ask

·5· ·Counsel a quick question?

·6· · · · · ·Do you have -- in the light of the fact that

·7· ·we have noted the socioeconomic reasons for taking

·8· ·Cantwell out.· Obviously it is not a compact change,

·9· ·right, so do you have any concerns about the

10· ·compactness, or do you believe that in this instance,

11· ·for socioeconomic reasons that we took Cantwell out of

12· ·the borough probably are sufficient to overcome the

13· ·compact -- the loss of compactness with that removal?

14· · · · · ·ATTORNEY MATT SINGER:· I -- I don't have -- I

15· ·mean, I agree that it's -- it is -- 36 becomes a little

16· ·less compact as a result of putting Cantwell in, and

17· ·it's sort of a coin toss as to whether that makes sense.

18· ·But you're -- but you're balancing constitutional

19· ·concerns.

20· · · · · ·And you've heard testimony, and a specific

21· ·request from the ANCSA Regional Corporation to include

22· ·Cantwell with the other Ahtna villages, and the Board

23· ·has -- with District 36, it's really sought to create a

24· ·Doyon district.· So it's -- it's consistent, and I think

25· ·it's within your discretion.
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Attorneys for Municipality of Skagway and Brad Ryan 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA 

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT ANCHORAGE 

In the Matter of the 

2021 Redistricting Plan. 

Non-Anchorage Case No. lJU-21-00944 CI 

) 
) 
) Case No. 3AN-21-08869 CI 

(Consolidated Cases) 

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT IN THE NATURE OF AN 
APPLICATION TO CORRECT ERRORS IN REDISTRICTING 

Plaintiffs, Municipality of Skagway Borough (Skagway), which consists of 

assembly members who are qualified voters and represents qualified voters and Brad Ryan, 

through their attorneys, Brena, Bell & Walker, P.C., hereby files this First Amended in 

Complaint in the Nature of an Application to Correct Errors in Redistricting. 

1. On November 10, 2021, the Alaska Redistricting Board (Board), pursuant to 

its constitutional authority under Article VI of the Alaska Constitution, promulgated a new 

redistricting plan to govern legislative elections in the State of Alaska for the next decade. 

This plan places Skagway into House and Senate districts in violation of 

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT RE ERRORS IN REDISTRICTING December 29, 2021 
City of Skagway v. Alaska Redistricting Board, et al., Case No. lJU-21-00944 CI Page 1 of 12 
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AS 44.62.310-320 (Open Meetings Act), in violation of Article VI, Sections 6 and 10 of 

the Alaska Constitution, and in violation of the equal protection and due process clauses 

of the Alaska Constitution. This Complaint seeks judicial review of the Board's 

redistricting plan and an order invalidating that plan and requiring the Board to redraw the 

districts in accordance with the Alaska Constitution. 

PARTIES 

2. Skagway is a home-rule municipal corporation incorporated on June 28, 

1900. Skagway incorporated as a borough in 2007. Skagway is organized and operates 

under the laws of the State of Alaska. 

3. Brad Ryan is a resident of Skagway and a voter in state legislative elections. 

4. Plaintiffs, Skagway and Brad Ryan are public interest litigants in this action 

seeking protection of rights under the United States Constitution and the Constitution of 

the State of Alaska. 

5. The Board 1s responsible for promulgating a new state legislative 

redistricting plan pursuant to the standards and procedures established by the Alaska 

Constitution. 

6. John Binkley is chair of the Board. 

7. Melanie Bahnke is a member of the Board. 

8. 

9. 

Nicole Borromeo is a member of the Board. 

Bethany Marcum is a member of the Board. 

10. Budd Simpson is a member of the Board. 

11. Peter Torkelson is the executive director of the Board. 
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JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

12. This Court has jurisdiction over this action pursuant to Article VI, Section 11 

of the Alaska Constitution, which provides that the superior court shall have original 

jurisdiction over applications to compel the Board to correct any error in redistricting. 

13. Venue lies in this judicial district pursuant to Alaska Civil Rule 3. 

ALLEGATIONS 

14. Paragraphs 1 through 13 are incorporated as if fully set forth herein. 

15. Pursuant to Article VI, Section 8 of the Alaska Constitution, a five-member 

redistricting board was appointed. The function of the Board was to receive and consider 

public testimony relating to the redistricting of the State of Alaska following the 2021 

census and to adopt a redistricting plan for new House and Senate districts. 

16. Under the Alaska Constitution, reapportioned districts must be contiguous, 

compact, socio-economically integrated, and as equal in population as near as practicable 

to the quotient obtained by dividing the population of the State of Alaska by forty. In 

creating House districts, the Board may consider local government boundaries; however, 

drainage and other geographic features shall be used in describing boundaries wherever 

possible. 

17. On September 9, 2021, the Board adopted a draft redistricting plan referred 

to as Version 1. 

18. On September 9, 2021, the Board also adopted a draft redistricting plan 

referred to as Version 2. 
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19. The Board subsequently adopted a draft redistricting plan referred to as 

Version 3. 

20. On September 20, 2021, at the end of the last meeting for presentation of 

draft plans to the Board, the Board introduced Version 4. Prior to the last meeting for 

presentation of draft plans to the Board, Version 4 had never been made available for 

public review or comment. 

21. On October 27, 2021, the Board held a hearing at which the public testimony 

and written comments were overwhelmingly in favor of combining Skagway with 

downtown Juneau and Douglas, much as it was under the court-approved 

2013 redistricting plan. 

22. While the Board held some public hearings, it failed to adequately solicit the 

views of the citizens of Alaska and thus failed to provide adequate opportunity for those 

citizens to review and comment on proposed redistricting plans. 

23. On November 10, 2021, the Board adopted a final proclamation of 

redistricting. In adopting the final redistricting plan, the Board failed to adequately 

consider the views and preferences it did receive. 

24. Skagway has historical, socio-economic, and transportation ties with Juneau 

and Douglas. All three communities are heavily reliant upon the tourism industry as an 

integral part of their economies. 

25. In 2019, over two million visitors travelled to the State of Alaska. More than 

half of those visitors arrived by cruise ship, and a significant number of visitors arrived by 
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highway or ferry. Businesses in Juneau, Douglas, and Skagway depend upon these 

visitors to take their tours, dine in their restaurants, and stay in their hotels. 

26. Skagway, Juneau, and Douglas are all port communities that are linked via 

those ports. These communities rely on the same revenue sources and share common 

interests in promoting cruise ship tourism. The Mendenhall Valley does not share these 

same interests 

27. Skagway, Juneau, and Douglas thus share significant commonalities, 

including maritime economic and recreational bases, integrated socio-economic ties 

among their communities, as well as health care services from the Southeast Alaska 

Regional Health Consortium. 

28. The State of Alaska, Department of Transportation and Public Facilities is 

divided into separate districts with regional offices. The regional headquarters for 

Skagway is located in Juneau. 

29. Instead of creating a redistricting plan that combines Skagway with 

downtown Juneau and Douglas, the Board's 2021 redistricting plan combines Skagway 

with Mendenhall Valley communities to the exclusion of the communities with which 

Skagway shares socio-economic ties. The residents of Skagway do not share a 

commonality of interests or a meaningful integration with the residents of the Mendenhall 

Valley communities, nor are there any other indicia of socio-economic integration 

between these communities. 

30. The Board's redistricting plan is manifestly arbitrary and irrational in the 

redistricting of the State of Alaska. Existing and historical district configurations are 
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ignored, political and municipal subdivision lines are violated, natural and geographical 

boundaries are transgressed, communities of interest are fractured, and many of the 

resulting districts are neither contiguous, compact, nor socio-economically integrated~ 

all in violation of the Alaska Constitution. 

31. The resulting proclamation 1s an irrational combination of 

socio-economically diverse populations that denies Skagway fair representation. 

32. The Board failed to provide any justification for its departure from the 

court-approved 2013 redistricting plan, which included Skagway in a district with 

downtown Juneau and Douglas. 

33. The Board's decision to combine Skagway with citizens from the 

Mendenhall Valley rather than citizens from downtown Juneau and Douglas is arbitrary 

and irrational. 

First Claim-Violation of the Open Meetings Act 

34. Paragraphs 1 through 33 are incorporated as if fully set forth herein. 

35. The Board, as a governmental body of a public entity of the State, is subject 

to the requirements of AS 44.62.310-320, Opening Meetings Act. The deliberations and 

decisions of the Board are activities covered by that Act. 

36. Upon information and belief, the Board has violated the Open Meetings Act 

in the following ways: 

(a) It conducted deliberations in secret; 

(b) It failed to properly conduct votes; and 

( c) It conducted a serial meeting. 
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37. Plaintiffs and others have been harmed by these violations. 

38. As a result of these violations, the actions of the Board, including its adoption 

of the redistricting plan, should be voided. 

39. The Board's proclamation of reapportionment and redistricting should 

similarly be voided, as it was based solely upon the reapportionment plan. 

Second Claim-Violation of Article VI, Section 6 

40. Paragraphs 1 through 39 are incorporated as if fully set forth herein. 

41. Article VI, Section 6 of the Alaska Constitution provides that each House 

District "shall be formed of contiguous and compact territory containing as nearly as 

practicable a relatively integrated socio-economic area." Section 6 also provides that 

"[ c ]onsideration may be given to local government boundaries" and "geographic features 

shall be used in describing boundaries wherever possible." 

42. The Board's redistricting plan violates Article VI, Section 6 by disregarding 

government and geographic boundaries, thereby creating districts that are not contiguous, 

not compact, and do not contain integrated socio-economic areas. 

43. The Board's redistricting plan creates districts with bizarrely shaped 

appendages that separate socio-economically integrated communities, are unnecessary to 

further other requirements of Article IV, Section 6, and result in districts that are 

WALKER, P.c. substantially less compact and contiguous than other viable alternatives presented to the 
810 N STREET, SUITE LOO 
ANCHORAGE, AK 99501 
PHONE: (907) 258-2000 

FAX, (901i 258-2001 Board. 

44. The Board has provided no justification for its departure from the 

court-approved district in 2013 that joined Skagway with downtown Juneau and Douglas 
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thereby establishing that such a district satisfies the constitutional redistricting criteria. 

45. The Board's redistricting plan joins Skagway to Mendenhall Valley 

communities in a manner that denies the citizens of Skagway fair representation by 

diluting their political effectiveness. This end result constitutes gerrymandering on the 

part of the Board. 

Trnrd Claim-Violation of Article VI, Section 10 

46. Paragraphs 1 through 45 are incorporated as if fully set forth herein. 

4 7. Article VI, Section 10 of the Alaska Constitution provides that "the board 

shall hold public hearings on the proposed plan, or, if no single proposed plan is agreed 

on, on all plans proposed by the board." Section 10 is intended to ensure a fact-oriented 

inquiry based on public input and the traditional redistricting requirements set forth in the 

Alaska Constitution 

48. Upon information and belief, the Board's redistricting plan was not included 

in the public hearing process. While other proposed plans were offered to the public at 

the public hearings, the testimony and evidence submitted to the Board was largely 

ignored. 

49. Article VI, Section IO(a) provides "[w]ithin thirty days of the official 

reporting of the decennial census of the United States or thirty days after being duly 

appointed, whichever occurs last, the board shall adopt one or more proposed redistricting 

plans." The Board's deadline for adoption of proposed plans was September 11, 2021. 

The Board adopted V. 1 and V. 2 as proposed plans on September 9, 2021. V.1 and V.2 

contained identical versions of District 36 that combined Valdez with Richardson Highway 

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT RE ERRORS IN REDISTRICTING December 29, 2021 
City of Skagway v. Alaska Redistricting Board, et al., Case No. lJU-21-00944 CI Page 8 of 12 



EXC.SGY-000095

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

8IO N STREET, SUITE JOO 
ANCHORAGE, AK 99501 
PHONE: (907) 258-2000 

FAX: (907) 258-2001 

and other rural communities in a manner that was acceptable to Valdez. On September 20, 

2021, after the constitutional deadline for adopting proposed plans, the Board adopted 

entirely new Board drawn plans identified as V. 3 and V. 4, which superseded V. 1 and V. 

2, along with four plans created by third parties. The Board failed to provide adequate 

public notice, allow public comment, or provide public access to V. 3 or V. 4 prior to 

adopting them as proposed plans. 

50. The Board's failure to provide adequate public notice regarding adoption of 

V. 3 and V. 4, adoption of proposed plans after the constitutional deadline, and failure to 

allow the public an opportunity to comment on proposed plans V. 3 and V. 4 and the final 

plan violates Article VI, Section 10 and makes the plan illegal and voidable. 

Fourth Claim-Violation of Article I, Section 1 (Equal Protection) 

51. Paragraphs 1 through 5 0 are incorporated as if fully set forth herein. 

52. Article I, Section 1 of the Alaska Constitution guarantees each citizen the 

equal protection of the law. The Board's redistricting plan ignores political subdivision 

boundaries and communities of interest, which implicates Alaska' s equal protection 

clause. 

53. By combining Skagway with dissimilar municipalities and localities, the 

Board's redistricting plan violates the State of Alaska's equal protection clause, dilutes 

the votes of the citizens of Skagway, and thus denies those citizens the right to be an 

equally powerful and geographically effective vote. 

Fifth Claim-Violation of Arti.cle I, Section 7 (Due Process) 

54. Paragraphs 1 through 53 are incorporated as if fully set forth herein. 
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55. Article I, Section 7 of the Alaska Constitution guarantees each citizen the 

due process of law. 

56. The Board's redistricting plan is arbitrary and irrational and unnecessarily 

departs from past redistricting practices involving the communities in Southeast Alaska, 

including Skagway, in a manner that violates Plaintiffs' right to due process. 

57. The Board's proposed plans identified as V. 3 and V. 4 and the final 

redistricting plan as adopted were not made available for public comment on their merits 

and reflect last minute revisions made in secret and outside of a full and fair public process. 

RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pray that this Court: 

1. · Enter a judgment declaring the Board's redistricting plan promulgated 

pursuant to the proclamation dated November 10, 2021, to be in violation of the Open 

Meetings Act, Article VI, Sections 6 and 10 of the Alaska Constitution and the equal 

protection clause and the due process clause of the Alaska Constitution; 

2. Enter a judgment declaring the Board's redistricting plan promulgated 

pursuant to the proclamation dated November 10, 2021, to be null and void; 

3. Enter an order enjoining the Alaska Division of Elections and the State of 

Alaska from conducting any primary or general election for state legislative office under 

the Board's redistricting plan, or otherwise taking any step to implement the plan; 

4. Enter an order requiring the Board to promulgate a new redistricting plan 

consistent with the requirements of the Alaska Constitution or, in the alternative, enter an 

order correcting errors in the Board's redistricting plan; 
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5. Enter an order declaring Skagway and Brad Ryan to be public interest 

litigants as constitutional claimants and award Plaintiffs' costs and attorneys' fees; 

6. Enter an order for such other and further relief as may be just and reasonable. 

DATED this 29th day of December, 2021. 

BRENA, BELL & WALKER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

~ 

By _____ __________ _ 

Robin O. Brena, ABA No. 8511130 
Jake W. Staser, ABA No. 1111089 
Laura S. Gould, ABA No. 0310042 
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Certificate of Service 
The undersigned hereby certifies 
that a copy of the foregoing document 
was e-mailed to the following 
attorneys/parties of record this 
29th day of December, 2021: 

Attorneys for Alaska Redistricting 
Board 
Matt Singer, Esq. 
Lee Baxter, Esq. 
Schwabe, Williamson & Wyatt 
E-Mail: msinger@schwabe.com 

lbaxter@schwabe.com 

. Attorneys for Matanuska-Susitna 

. Borough and Michael Brown 
Stacey C. Stone, Esq. 
Gregory Stein, Esq. 
Holmes Weddle & Barcott, P.C. 
Email: s tone@bwb-law.com 

gstein@bwb-law.com 

_Attorneys for Felisa Wilson, George 
_Martinez, and Yarrow Silvers 
Holly C. Wells, Esq 
Mara E. Michaletz, Esq. 
William D. Falsey, Esq. 
Birch Horton Bittner & Cherot 
Email: bwells@bhb.com 

mmichaletz@bhb.com 

wfalsey@bhb.com 

Attorneys for Calista Corporation, 
William N aneng, and Harley Sundown 
Eva R. Gardner, Esq. 
Michael S. Schechter, Esq. 
Benjamin J. Farkash, Esq. 
Ashburn & Mason, P.C. 
Email: eva@anchorlaw.com 

mike@anchorlaw.com 
ben@anchorlaw.com 

Attorneys for Intervenor Dovon 
Limited et al. 
Nathaniel Amdur-Clark, Esq . 
Whitney A. Leonard, Esq . 
Sonosky, Chambers, Sachse, Miller & 
Monkman, LLP 
Email: nathaniel@sonosky.net 

whitney@ onosky.net 

Attorney for the State of Alaska 
Thomas. S. Flynn, Esq. 
State of Alaska Department of Law 
Email: thomas.flynn@alaska.gov 

Isl Melody Nardin 
Melody Nardin 
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1 IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA 

2 THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT ANCHORAGE 

3 In the Matter of the 

4 

5 2021 Redistricting Plan. 
Case No. 3AN-21-08869CI 

6 ____________/ 

7 

8 VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION OF: 

9 BUDD SIMPSON 

10 

11 TAKEN: SATURDAY, JANUARY 8TH, 2022 

12 AT 9:00 AM AKST 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

CERTIFIED 
TRANSCRIPT 

21 BEFORE: CASSANDRA E. ELLIS, RPR CRR CSR 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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,~ the Matter of the 2021 Redistrictic8Plan that 1, t, s dated on November 
"'tiudd Simpson on 01 /08/2022 Y U see 

2 2nd? 

3 Yeah. 

4 

A. 

Q. Okay. Are you questioning whether 

5 or not this is a November 2nd transcript? 

6 A. No. My point was that as of 

7 November 2nd, that version three had been around 

8 since some time in September, I believe. So 

9 the -- this is --

10 Q. Okay. 

11 A. This is not the first time that 

12 came up or the first time that version was 

13 discussed. 

14 Q. Okay. I understand the point that 

15 you're making. 

16 Is it -- is this the first time 

17 that deliberation on whether Skagway should be 

18 connected with Downtown Juneau or the Valley 

19 occurred? 

20 A. You -- you cut out for a second. 

21 Can you repeat the question? 

22 Q. Yeah. It's my understanding that 

23 this is the first time that the board was 

24 deliberating whether or not to include Skagway 

25 and Haines with Downtown Juneau or with the 
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2 A. No, I don't think so. I think that 

3 issue had been brought up, really, from the 

4 beginning, because it had always been my 

5 intention to make the district more compact and 

6 put Skagway and Haines with the north end. 

7 MR. BRENA: Somehow I can no longer 

8 see Mr. Simpson on my screen. Can we get -- can 

9 we go off the record for just a moment, please? 

10 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Off the record 

11 at 10:21. 

12 (Discussion held off the record.) 

13 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: On the record at 

14 10:22. 

15 BY MR. BRENA: 

16 Q. So I guess, Mr. Simpson, my 

17 intention is to go through the discussion of the 

18 factors that you brought forward with the board 

19 as to the pairing of Skagway with the Mendenhall 

20 Valley instead of with Downtown Juneau. And so 

21 this is part of that colloquy, is it not? 

22 

23 

A. 

Q. 

Yes, it is. 

Okay. So -- now, you had taken 

24 public comment with regard to -- prior to this, 

25 and heard from several people with regard to 

PACIFIC RIM R E PORTING 
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A. I -- I believe that's accurate, 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

ln~~t!}_e"l2-0;21 RQQi@i§ti~g Pla(!)ver the 45 years or so that 
Butftf"Simpson on· C1'hM'/202'2 

I've been riding it, it's gotten more expensive 

and less frequent. 

Q. And would you agree that -- that 

6 the nwnber of people arriving from Skagway and 

7 Haines, or the number of visitors -- well, let 

8 me rephrase, please. 

9 Do you know whether there's any 

10 ferry service in Skagway or Haines today? 

11 A. I don't know if there is today. I 

12 know in the winter it's reduced. 

13 Q. Do you know sometimes it's 

14 suspended entirely? 

15 A. If -- yeah, if there's not enough 

16 equipment available or the weather's horrible it 

17 doesn't go. 

18 Q. And do you know whether the number 

19 of visitors arriving through the ferry link have 

20 gone down or up over the years? 

21 A. I don't know the number. It 

22 wouldn't surprise me if it's gone down. 

23 Q. Okay. So I'm -- I'm curious if 

24 if the ferry system is used as a destination 

25 point for locations in District 3 and District 4 
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1 why the location of the actual terminal weighs 

2 ~Wctt1~fs~~tJrfJ81tta~ay being linked to District 3 

3 or District 4? 

4 

5 

A. Well, the location of the terminal 

isn't isn't really the key feature. It is 

6 the fact that the ferry system, even though it's 

7 diminished over the years, is still the major 

8 transportation link for the northern panhandle 

9 and the Lynn Canal communities. 

10 Auke Bay is a Lynn Canal community. 

11 Auke Bay, as well as the Mendenhall Valley, are 

12 simply part of Juneau. And, you know, all this 

13 discussion about, you know, where Fred Meyer is 

14 located or whatever, just seems irrelevant to 

15 me. People come in to Juneau to shop, but 

16 Juneau's a unified borough. It's all one and 

17 the same. 

18 So the ferry's on the north end, so 

19 yeah, it's not about where the terminal is 

20 located, it's about the fact that that 

21 transportation network ties in all of the Lynn 

22 Canal communities. 

23 Q. Well, it ties Skagway and Haines to 

24 Downtown Juneau, as well, doesn't it? 

25 A. Yes, that's the transportation link 
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1 or hub for all the communities. 

2 In the Matter of the 2~1 Redistr~n 
Budd Simpson on 01.1'!8'2022 • 

And if the majority of the 

3 people using that transportation link are 

4 destined to District 4, then it is the ferry 

5 system is a transportation link to District 4, 

6 as well, is it not? 

Yes, it is. 7 

8 

A. 

Q. And I'm not sure if we're agreeing 

9 or disagreeing. It's my statement, would you 

10 agree or disagree, that most of the people 

11 visiting from Skagway and Haines, that enter 

12 through the Auke Bay terminal, are headed to 

13 locations in District 4; do you agree or 

14 disagree with that? 

15 A. I do not know where those people 

16 are headed. I'm certain there are many of them 

17 coming to visit friends and relatives that live 

18 in the residential areas and not just to shop. 

19 I do agree with you that a number 

20 of the shopping locations, hospital and 

21 government offices are located in District 4. 

22 Q. Okay. Are you aware of -- you sat 

23 through a lot of public testimony about this 

24 issue, did you hear any public testimony that 

25 that -- that stated that somebody's destination 
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1 Q. Okay. You said: Now, you'd heard, 

2 ~J ~~~ ro~~~i~i;tin~tensive public testimony about 

3 why Skagway would like to be linked to Downtown 

4 Juneau; correct? 

5 

6 

A. 

Q. 

Yes, we had heard some, at least. 

Okay. So you said: The reason 

7 it•s been given is that they both have cruise 

8 ships going to them. I mean, every place in 

9 southeast has cruise ships going to it. 

10 So you•re dismissing the connection 

11 between Skagway and Haines• in Downtown Juneau 

12 cruise ship connection, because, I quote, every 

13 place in southeast has cruise ships going to it; 

14 is that correct? 

15 A. Not dismissing it, but that was the 

16 primary reason that we heard over and over again 

17 for that connection between Skagway and Downtown 

18 Juneau, over and over again, that was the 

19 testimony. 

20 People did not talk about the 

21 hospital or going to visit their representative. 

22 They talked about the cruise connection and 

23 the -- that that was the business that -- that 

24 they were in. 

25 Q. Do you know what percentage of 
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1 

.2 

3 

4 

Skagway•s economy is the cruise ship connection? 

lnthe Matlerof the2~1 Redistr!Elin~~ld guess a substantial 
Budd Simpson on 01ilrS72022 

majority, nearly all. 

Q. Do you know who the largest 

5 employer in Skagway is? 

No. 6 

7 

A. 

Q. Okay. But -- so -- but you're --

8 you're saying every place in southeastern has 

9 cruise ships going to it. You seem to be 

10 suggesting, by that, that that's a reason to 

11 discount the reason that's been given; is that 

1.2 your opinion? 

13 A. I'm not trying to discount it. I'm 

14 simply saying that it's not unique to those two 

15 locations. It is a fact that both of them have 

16 cruise ships going to them, but what I give less 

17 credence to is the concept that that ties 

18 Skagway to downtown more than it ties them to 

19 the whole community of Juneau. 

20 So, you know, all of Juneau deals 

21 with the cruise ships, whether positively or 

.2.2 negatively, and it's a unified borough. So I 

23 didn't mean to minimize the impact of cruise 

24 ships on Skagway. I'm simply saying that it's 

25 not unique to those two places. 

P A CIFIC RIM REPORTING 
907-272-4383 

Page 69 



EXC.SGY-000108

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
Budd Simpson on 01/08/2022 

1 Q. But we're discussing it within the 

and Haines 

3 should be linked to the Mendenhall Valley or to 

4 Downtown Juneau, correct, that's the context of 

5 this conversation? 

6 A. Right. That's why the concept of 

7 cruise ships was brought up. 

8 Q. Okay. So does the fact that there 

9 are cruise ships that go into Ketchikan 

10 minimize -- is that relevant to the conversation 

11 about whether or not there is socioeconomic 

12 integration in the cruise ship industry between 

13 Skagway, Haines, and Downtown Juneau? 

14 A. Well, yes, it's relevant because 

15 the cruise industry is a huge driver and 

16 impacter on the private sector in southeast. 

17 

18 

Q. 

A. 

Okay. 

So yeah, it's not -- I'm just 

19 saying it's not unique to those two places. 

Q. Okay. Do any cruise ships dock 20 

21 in in Auke Bay or the Menden -- or the Valley 

22 of Juneau? 

23 A. None of the large ones do, but they 

24 offload their passengers and send them by bus 

25 immediately to all parts of the borough, 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

go to the seat of government certainly is a 

link, but that same link applies to everybody in 

tti lbll~'t!fattt,e:,,2oa.~~;ctih~s to go to Juneau because 
lruua Simpson oni11/0/11~ 

the -- the government is there. 

But my primary point was, like I 

said, we heard over and over from the Skagway 

testimony that it was all about cruise ships. 

And my point is only that Downtown Juneau is not 

9 all about cruise ships. It's just a seasonal 

10 thing that happens there, whereas, in Skagway 

11 it's -- it's like the whole deal. 

12 So -- so I'm not saying there's no 

13 socioeconomic connection with it, I'm saying 

14 that it's just not as much as is being made out. 

15 Q. Okay. So let me let me go back 

16 to this, okay? I'm not talking about cruise 

17 ships, at all. Not at all, not asking a 

18 question about cruise ships; do you understand 

19 that? 

20 I'm asking about your point in your 

21 testimony that the anchor in Downtown Juneau is 

22 government. 

23 You're aware that Skagway has to 

24 coordinate municipality to municipality with 

25 Juneau, to do that they have to go to Downtown 
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1 Juneau; correct? 

A. Yes. 2 

3 In the ~alter or 1~021Redl(!)i)i!,a,Rla.n You I re aware that Skagway 
Budd s,mpson on'ff170812022 :r 

4 has to integrate with the state legislatures, 

5 and to do that it goes to Downtown Juneau; 

6 correct? 

Yes. 7 

8 

A. 

Q. Okay. You're aware that Skagway 

9 has to integrate with federal agencies and 

10 governments, and that they are located 

11 predominantly in Downtown Juneau; correct? 

12 

13 

A. 

Q. 

Correct. 

Okay. Now -- so the fact that 

14 Downtown Juneau is the seat of government, which 

15 Skagway and Haines has to access, is a point in 

16 favor of their socioeconomic integration and not 

17 against; correct? 

18 A. It -- yes, it has an impact on 

19 socioeconomic integration, I would agree with 

20 that. 

21 Q. Okay. Now, you're aware that the 

22 lobbyists for Skagway indicated that decades 

23 that he's been representing Skagway he's never 

24 had a meeting in the Mendenhall Valley; right? 

25 A. I -- I don't recall 
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Q. 

A. 

Okay. 

-- him saying that, but it's 

pl<\~i)9']!fl!!Je 2021 Redistricting Plan 
B"uad"Simpson on fl1 /08/2022 

1 

2 

3 

4 Q. Okay. So next, white-collar office 

5 workers versus fisherman and cement plant 

6 workers, okay, that goes to the similarity of 

7 the connnunities, not to their integration; 

8 correct? 

9 A. Yes, throughout the state, though, 

10 we've looked at the types of economies that are 

11 in connnunities that we were considering for 

12 inclusion in -- in the same district. So the 

13 type of industries is -- is relevant to that. 

14 Q. Okay. And you think that cement 

15 plant workers trumps tourism as a socioeconomic 

16 integrator between Skagway -- let me say this, 

17 this way: You think the cement workers between 

18 the Valley or part of the Valley that you 

19 designated in 3 in Skagway is a greater 

20 socioeconomic link than the cruise industry? 

21 A. No. And that's not my intent by 

22 that statement. I'm simply saying that the 

23 Valley, Mendenhall Valley area and out the road, 

24 it was -- it is not a site of the white-collar 

25 government workers and neither are Haines and 
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1 Skagway. 

2 

3 

4 

Q. Okay. All right. Let's see. 

O ~ llll\J,1~11er of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
Mio'"~lmpson on 01 /08/2022 

Now, you commented, in terms of 

5 what Skagway said; right? Do you agree, 

6 Mr. Simpson, that Skagway -- that the elected 

7 officials for Skagway know Skagway better than 

8 you know Skagway? 

A. 

Q. 

I would hope so. 

So would I. 

9 

10 

11 Okay. And so you're aware that the 

12 mayor of Skagway, Mayor Cremata, testified for 

13 the socioeconomic integration with Downtown 

14 Juneau; correct? 

15 A. Yes, I attended the Zoom 

16 teleconference where a number of Skagway people 

17 testified to that effect. 

18 Q. Okay. And so you understand that 

19 Skagway that the mayor, that the city 

20 manager, that the assembly unanimously asked the 

21 board to keep the current connection with 

22 Downtown Juneau; correct? 

23 

24 

A. 

Q. 

That's right. 

Okay. And -- and -- and you're 

25 aware that there was only one Skagway resident 
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1 that. 

2 BY MR. BRENA: 

3 Q. Okay. So there's a -- in this 

4 presentations he's making the point that to make 

5 the numbers work to link Skagway and Haines with 

6 the Mendenhall that you'd have to shed half the 

7 Mendenhall Valley; correct? 

8 A. That's not his exact language, but 

9 the point taken is that you have to split the 

10 borough of Juneau somewhere, because there's not 

11 enough population for two house seats within the 

12 borough. So you've got to go elsewhere and you 

13 have to make a split somewhere. 

14 

15 linking 

Q. Okay. So the consequence of 

of linking Skagway and Haines to the 

16 Valley instead of to Downtown Juneau is that you 

17 have to split that -- the Valley in half? 

18 A. Well, the Valley isn't a thing. 

19 It's a single unified borough. And you don't 

20 have enough population for two seats if it --

21 even if it had enough for two seats you'd have 

22 to split it somewhere. So this is -- I think 

23 it's a comment that they don't like where the 

24 split occurred. 

25 Q. So if we can start at the airport, 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
Nicole Borromeo on 01/10/2022 

1 residents if they were visiting Juneau. 

2 Q Let me -- let me phrase this differently. 

3 Would you agree that the vast majority of 

4 commercial economic activity between Skagway and Haines 

5 is with -- is with -- is with Downtown Juneau and that 

6 district? 

7 

8 

A 

Q 

Yes, I would. 

Okay. And would you agree that the vast 

9 majority of -- of -- of trips concerning accessing 

10 legislators, municipal offices, state and federal 

11 offices, that the vast majority of those connections, 

12 that Downtown Juneau is not just a commercial hub but 

13 it's also a political hub for Skagway and for Haines? 

14 A I don't have any personal knowledge to that, but 

15 if that's what Haines and Skagway testify to, then I'm 

16 willing to stipulate to it. 

17 MR. BRENA: Okay. Now, I'd like to go to 

18 November 2nd of the Board. And, Jake, if you can 

19 refresh me, before I -- as to what exhibit that may be. 

THE WITNESS: What number exhibit is that? 

MR. STASER: Exhibit 19. 

MR. BRENA: It's Exhibit 19. 

20 

21 

22 

23 THE WITNESS: I don't have 19. Can I have 19? 

24 Maybe it's just not 19 in my -- oh, wait. Sorry. We're 

25 on November 2nd. 
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1 favors the socio-economic integration in connecting 

2 Skagway and Haines with Downtown Juneau; right? 

3 

4 

A 

Q 

I'm sorry. Can you repeat the question? 

Yes. 

5 If the actual socio-economic integration is 

6 that the people from Skagway and Haines are 

7 predominantly using the ferry system to access 

8 Downtown Juneau, then the ferry system is a factor 

9 that weighs in favor of integrating Skagway and Haines 

10 and Downtown Juneau; correct? 

Yes. 11 

12 

A 

Q Okay. Now, Board Member Simpson said the fish 

13 processing plant that's on the north end. Do you have 

14 any idea why he referred to the fish processing plant 

15 next to the Auke Bay ferry terminal? 

16 A No. 

17 Q Do you have -- do you have any knowledge or 

18 understanding, did you hear any testimony or read any 

19 testimony by anybody that suggested that the communities 

20 of Skagway or Haines or Gustavus used the fish 

21 processing plant next to Auke Bay? 

No. 22 

23 

A 

Q Okay. All right. I'd like to go to, it's the 

24 same transcript, at page 90, 92, specifically 91. 

25 And, I'm sorry, I may be repeating a question 
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1 political things to discuss rather than to the Valley? 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

A 

Q 

If they were in Juneau, yes. 

Yes. Yeah. This is in the context of Skagway 

and l~.~.Atli!.-_.ER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
h'i661!,1t3a~ hleo on 0111012022 

A 

Q 

Okay. Yes. 

Okay. So, yes. So the fact that Downtown 

7 Juneau is the seat of government, is a socio-economic 

8 factor that suggests linking Skagway and Haines to 

9 Downtown Juneau should be done; right? 

Yes. It's a factor to consider. 10 

11 

A 

Q Okay. Not the fact that Downtown Juneau is a 

12 seat of government is not a reason to link Skagway and 

13 Haines with the Valley, is it? 

Can you rephrase the question? 14 

15 

A 

Q Okay. The fact that Downtown Juneau is the seat 

16 of government 

Yes. 17 

18 

A 

Q -- suggests greater, not less socio-economic 

19 integration with Skagway and Haines; correct? 

Yes. 20 

21 

A 

Q Now, he goes on to say -- he talks about the 

22 difference in the type of people that reside in these 

23 areas, white-color versus blue-collar. Does that go to 

24 the similarity or dissimilarity of the areas, or does 

25 that go -- or does that go to the integration of the 
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1 areas? 

2 A I didn't hear your first comparison. 

3 Q Okay. 

4 C~EB~~®f,t,~~1Sa.1ffd1N~~? 

5 Q Okay. Let me -- let me ask it this way. 

6 A Okay. 

7 Q Assuming that Member Simpson is correct that 

8 there's blue-collar workers in the Valley and 

9 white-collar workers in Downtown Juneau and there's also 

10 blue-collar workers in Skagway and Haines, then does 

11 that say anything at all about the socio-economic 

12 integration of those communities, or does that go to the 

13 similarity of those communities? 

I would say the latter, similarity. 14 

15 

A 

Q Okay. Now, if everybody's blue-collar in Haines 

16 and Skagway, then where do they need to go for their 

17 professional services if not Downtown Juneau; right? 

Yes. 18 

19 

A 

Q So with regard to professional services, not 

20 just commercial and shopping, but with regard to 

21 professional services, to the degree that his 

22 observation is correct, then the citizens of Skagway and 

23 Haines would have to go to Downtown Juneau in order to 

24 get legal, accounting, the technical services that you 

25 would expect to find in a white-collar service 

PACIFIC RIM REPORTING 
---------- 907-272-4383 

Page 87 



EXC.SGY-000120

IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
Nicole Borromeo on 01/10/2022 

1 community; right? 

MR. SINGER: Objection. Foundation. 2 

3 THE WITNESS: No. I think it also depends on 

5 communities from Juneau. 

6 So, for example, if you have a tribal member 

7 from Haines and Klukwan that is going to Juneau, they 

8 may be going to receive services from Tlingit & Haida 

9 Indian Central Council, Tlingit & Haida Indian Tribes 

10 which is headquartered in the Valley, and that's 

11 primarily why and where they would be traveling to in 

12 Juneau. 

13 So it's hard to answer in in a way that 

14 would give a blanket response for the type of 

15 individual from Haines and Skagway that's accessing 

16 Juneau. 

17 BY MR. BRENA: 

18 Q Do you know whether or not the Tlingit & Haida 

19 community in the Valley is in District 3 or District 4? 

20 A They have offices and space in -- in both 

21 districts. 

22 Q Do you know where they're headquartered, in 

23 District 3 or District 4? 

24 

25 

A They're headquartered in 

THE WITNESS: Can I actually see the map? 
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Nicole Borromeo on 01/10/2022 

1 

2 

3 

5 

Let me just verify before I give you an answer. 

MR. SINGER: This is the proclamation. 

THE WITNESS: Where's the blown-up version? 

THE WITNESS: Is it in there? Okay. Hold on. 

6 There we go. 

7 MR. BRENA: Can I ask what map you're looking 

8 at, Ms. Borromeo? 

9 MR. SINGER: The page number of the -- we're 

10 looking at the proclamation, and ... 

11 

12 

MR. BRENA: Can we get it up? 

THE WITNESS: Do you see it? Am I using the 

13 wrong one? 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 please. 

20 

MR. SINGER: The camera is right there. 

THE WITNESS: The camera is right here. 

MR. SINGER: It's ARB22, is the Bates number. 

MR. STASER: For the record, this is Exhibit 7. 

MR. BRENA: Can we zoom in on -- on the Valley, 

THE WITNESS: Okay. What was your question, 

21 Mr. Brena? 

22 BY MR. BRENA: 

23 Q You mentioned people traveling, perhaps, from 

24 the Haines Native community. I assume you meant the 

25 Village Corporation of Klukwan, to -- to -- to the 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
Nicole Borromeo on 01/10/2022 

1 Valley because there was -- because there was a Native 

2 community headquarters in the Valley, and I asked you: 

3 Is that Native community headquarters in District 3 or 

4 

5 

6 

4? IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
Nicolo Bonomeo on 01/10/2022 

A On this map, it's in District 4. 

I do want to add a clarification, though. 

7 Tlingit & Haida doesn't serve village corporations. It 

8 serves fairly recognized tribes, so it wouldn't be the 

9 Village Corporation for Klukwan. It would be the tribe. 

10 

11 

Q 

A 

Yes. 

But, yes, on -- on the map, how it's broken 

12 down, Tlingit & Haida's headquarters are going to be in 

13 District 4. Where we're experiencing a little bit of, I 

14 think, confusion, is I generally, and I think several 

15 Alaskans, refer to anything kind of past Lemon Creek as 

16 the Valley. 

17 Q Well, and -- and one of the things that the 

18 final map does is not only separate Skagway and Haines 

19 from downtown and the airport, but it also splits the 

20 Valley in half; right? 

Yes. 21 

22 

A 

Q Okay. Now, do you know where the high school 

23 is? 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

Which one? 

The one in the Valley. 
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Nicole Borromeo on 01/10/2022 

1 MR. SINGER: Objection. Form. Argwnentive. 

2 BY MR. BRENA: 

3 

4 

5 

Q I mean, that's the way the math works; isn't it? 

MR. SINGER: Objection. Form. Argumentive. 

THE WITNESS: I would say that this is the final 

6 map, that the Board did not disregard, which is we 

7 weighed them and decided on what we considered to be a 

8 better option. 

MR. BRENA: Okay. 9 

10 MR. SINGER: Counsel, we've been going about an 

11 hour. Can we take a short break? 

12 MR. BRENA: If I can, just finish a few more 

13 questions in this line. 

14 Ms. Borromeo, are you okay? 

15 THE WITNESS: Yep. 

16 BY MR. BRENA: 

17 Q Okay. I'm really trying to -- my 

18 characterization you pushed back on. I'm really trying 

19 to get to how the numbers work. 

Okay. 20 

21 

A 

Q If -- if -- if you -- if you want to connect the 

22 Valley with Skagway and Haines, you've got to cut the 

23 Valley in half. That's the way the numbers work; right? 

24 

25 

A Yes. 

MR. BRENA: Okay. Let's take a break. 
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Nicole Borromeo on 01/10/2022 

MR. SINGER: Objection. Form. 1 

2 THE WITNESS: Meaning the people on the left 

3 side of Riverside Drive are more -- which -- which? The 

4 people on the left or the right? 

5 BY MR. BRENA: 

6 Q The people on the left side of Riverside Drive 

7 are more socio-economically integrated with the people 

8 in the Valley on the right side of Riverside Drive than 

9 they are with the residents of Skagway and Haines and 

10 Gustavus. 

11 Would you agree to that? 

Yes. 12 

13 

A 

Q Okay. So would you agree that -- that just 

14 looking at socio-economic factors, that -- that Skagway 

15 and Haines are more socio-economically integrated with 

16 District 4, Downtown Juneau, than they are of 

17 Mendenhall Valley? 

18 A When I consider Juneau, I consider it as a 

19 whole, so I think that Haines and Skagway are 

20 socio-economically integrated with Juneau as a whole. I 

21 didn't get into that level of analysis because Juneau is 

22 in a borough. 

23 Q Okay. But the whole point is here, Skagway and 

24 Haines aren't in that borough; right? 

25 A Right. 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
Nicole Borromeo on 01/10/2022 

1 that is "yes." 

2 Do I believe, personally, that they have a 

3 stronger connection or did the Board? What are you 

4 asking? 

5 Q Did you personally believe that Skagway and 

6 Haines have -- have a greater socio-economic integration 

7 with Downtown Juneau in District 4 than District -- than 

8 than the left half of Mendenhall? 

9 A Yes. I think they had a strong connection to 4, 

10 stronger than 3, which is why I presented it that way in 

11 draft form for the public to react to. I did not 

12 believe, though, that they had no socio-economic 

13 connection to 3. I believe 

I understand. 14 

15 

Q 

A -- that that was -- that was always going to be 

16 a tough question. I thought it could go either way 

17 then. I still think it could go either way now. 

18 Q Okay. In deciding which way it goes, do you 

19 think you should lead -- listen to the community leaders 

20 if it's a close call? 

Yes. 21 

22 

A 

Q I mean I mean, literally, the only feedback 

23 that you guys got that suggested this pairing, was from 

24 someone that wasn't aware that it would split the Valley 

25 in half, and it was a single person in Skagway, i.e., 
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA 

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT ANCHORAGE 

In the Matter of the 

2021 Redistricting Plan. 

Case No. 3AN-21-08869CI 

AFFIDAVIT OF BUDD SIMPSON 
(Direct Testimony) 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE 

) 
) ss. 
) 

I, Budd Simpson, being first duly sworn, depose and state as follows: 

1. My name is Budd Simpson. I am of the age of majority and have personal 

knowledge as to the testimony I present herein. I offer this testimony as one of five 

members of the 2021 Alaska Redistricting Board. 

2. I have been a resident of Juneau and Douglas, Alaska, and have practiced 

19 law in Alaska since 1977. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

3. My law practice has afforded me the opportunity to represent many 

clients in Alaska, and in particular, Southeast Alaska. Since 1977, I have travelled to 

virtually every community of any size in the Panhandle from Yakutat to Ketchikan for 

legal work, including the small island communities that dot Southeast's landscape. The 

only community of significant population in Southeast to which I have not been is 

Metlakatla. I have been to Skagway on many occasions, and have represented clients 

PDX\LCB\32692128.4 
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2021 Board Proclamation District 2-A 
Redistricting Plan Adopted by the Alaska Redistricting Board 11/10/2021 

17. House District 3 is comprised of most of the Mendenhall Valley area of 

the City and Borough of Juneau, Skagway, Haines, and Gustavus. District 3 includes 

the entire Haines Borough, Skagway Borough and the town of Gustavus. I paired these 

communities together with the Mendenhall Valley and Auke Bay areas of the City and 

Borough of Juneau because additional population was needed in the district and there 

are strong socio-economic ties between Gustavus, Haines, Skagway and Juneau. Of 

particular importance to me was that District 3 contains the Alaska Marine Highway 

terminals for all four of these communities, as the ferry system is the primary 

transportation link between each of the communities in District 3. Most Southeast 

AFFIDAVIT OF BUDD SIMPSON (DIRECT TESTIMONY) 
IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
CASE NO. 3AN-21-08869Cl-PAGE 7 OF2O 
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populated the district. I worked with Board staff to make the line as straight as possible 

in light of the population and compactness goals, and the odd shape of available census 

blocks. 

19. The main populations of House District 4--downtown Juneau and 

Douglas Island - are dependent on local, state and federal government jobs. 

Downtown Juneau has many government buildings, including the Alaska State Capitol, 

state courthouse, numerous state offices, a major Federal building, and the main City 

and Borough of Juneau offices. Many of the residents of Douglas Island commute to 

downtown Juneau to work for the local, state and federal governments. Downtown 

Juneau also has law firms, accountants, banks and other professional services that serve 

the state government and its workers. Seasonally, cruise ships moor in Downtown 

Juneau, but the primary economic and employment drivers for the district are 

government entities. Below is a true and accurate copy of House District 4 in the 

Board's 2021 Final Plan: 
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did not pose the legal problems that were discussed in executive session. I voted to 

adopt member Marcum's proposed senate pairings, including Senate District K. 

FURTHER AFFIANT SA YETH NAUGHT. 

\. 

Budd Simpson 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this __ day of January, 2022, at 

_______ _, California. 

Notary Public in and for the State of California 
My Commission expires:. _____ _ 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

1 the terminal or did he acknowledge that it was the 

2 destination of the people entering the terminal? 

3 A He did acknowledge that destination is what 

4 ultimately matters. 

5 Q Okay. Now, would you just be perfectly 

6 clear for the Court? Is the Auke Bay terminal a 

7 point of interconnection primarily for downtown 

8 Juneau or for the part of Mendenhall with which they 

9 placed you? 

10 A In 27 years of traveling to Juneau, I have 

11 only ever been in what's being designated as area 3 

12 one time. And that one time, it was because we 

13 basically got kicked out of the hotel that we were 

14 staying in, my wife and I, because you have to check 

15 out at 11. We didn't have a ferry until the evening, 

16 so we had nowhere to go, so we made a trip to the 

17 glacier. 

18 And otherwise, whenever I travel to Juneau 

19 and -- you know, the people I represent in Skagway, 

20 this is also 100 percent true. The destination is 

21 not the ferry terminal in Auke Bay. The destination 

22 is not the glacier. The destination is, first of 

23 all, the place you're going to spend the night. And 

24 all of the hotels are in the area that's now being 

25 designated as area 4. Or we're going downtown, or 

PACIFIC RIM REPORTING 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

2 And so our vital link to Juneau is 

3 definitely the ferry, but the Auke Bay terminal is 

4 not the destination. In fact, I don't recall ever 

5 even spending the night in the Auke Bay terminal, and 

6 it certainly wouldn't be my first choice either. 

7 Q Okay. And when you said one time in 27 

8 years that you had been there, were you referring to 

9 anywhere in 3 or were you referring to where the 

10 population center is in the northern valley? 

11 A I was referring to the Mendenhall Glacier. 

12 That's where we visited. I've never once been to the 

13 population center in the western part of the Valley. 

14 That's never been there's never been any reason 

15 for me to go there. 

16 Q Okay. Now, you were asked -- so is the 

17 Alaska Marine Highway connection for the people of 

18 Skagway and Haines, is it a connection to the half of 

19 the Valley with which you've been districted with, or 

20 is it a connection to downtown Juneau for those 

21 communities? 

It's a connection to downtown Juneau. 

And --

22 

23 

24 

A 

Q 

A That's where -- that's where we go. That's 

25 where the stores are. That's where the government 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

2 the major impacts, so that's the destination. 

3 Q If folks from Skagway go down to shop, do 

4 they go to downtown or the -- or the western part of 

5 the Valley with which you've been districted? 

6 A Don't go to the western part of the Valley 

7 to do any shopping. If they don't go downtown to do 

8 shopping, they would go to maybe the Safeway or the 

9 Super Bear. Those are also in that downtown 

10 district. So there's no reason, no reason whatsoever 

11 to go to the western part of the Valley. 

12 Q Are there -- are there any malls in the 

13 western part of the Valley with which Skagway and 

14 Haines have been districted? 

15 A I don't know because I've not gone there. 

16 The malls I've gone to, the places I've gone to have 

17 been all in the areas that are part of the downtown 

18 district. 

19 Q Okay. I'd like to go to -- just to your 

20 affidavit on page 55, just so that the Court is 

21 clear, paragraph 55 on page 14. 

22 MR. BRENA: And if we can get that page up 

23 on the screen, please? And if you can get that map 

24 up? 

25 BY MR. BRENA: 

PACIFIC RIM REPORTING 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

2 that we understand your socioeconomic integration 

3 with downtown, and I 1 d like to just go through it. 

4 For professional services, do you go to 

5 District 4 or District 3? 

4. 6 

7 

A 

Q And would you explain the nature and extent 

8 of those professional services that you•re aware of 

9 that the citizens of Skagway and Haines and the City 

10 and Borough of Skagway use? 

11 A Well, I 1 ll try and do a comprehensive list 

12 here. The hospital, doctors' offices, dentists, 

13 shopping, both retail and -- I guess primarily 

14 retail. Also, you know, especially for me in 

15 particular, I go to visit our representatives in 

16 downtown Juneau. 

17 There are a lot of people in Skagway who 

18 have businesses in both downtown Juneau and also in 

19 Skagway. And so, you know, that corridor is also a 

20 good reason to go down there. 

21 So it's a wide variety. Pretty much, from 

22 my perspective, every reason you go to Juneau is to 

23 go into that area to do one of those tasks or to, you 

24 know, solve one of those goals. Especially important 

25 for families. 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

~No1~Iu~~v~~~~6i~~\i~:i~Tl~Hflfg4 is that, s where all of the 

2 hotels are. So if you're going to take your family 

3 to Juneau and you're going to spend a couple of days, 

4 do some shopping, go to the doctors• office, you're 

5 going to be in 4-B. That's where the action happens. 

6 THE COURT: Mr. Brena, you're on mute. 

7 BY MR. BRENA: 

8 Q This map just shows the Valley; it doesn't 

9 show downtown, correct? 

10 

11 

A 

Q 

That's correct, yes. 

And so downtown that you're speaking about 

12 being the core of the services would be down the 

13 Glacier Highway, you know, half an hour to get to 

14 downtown, right? 

15 

16 

A 

Q 

That's correct. 

Okay. So the -- are there daily flights 

17 between Skagway and downtown, the downtown district? 

18 A Yes. At least the way it's put together 

19 here. So you fly in to that downtown district into 

20 4-B. 

21 Q Okay. Are there any flights between Skagway 

22 or Haines and the portion of the Mendenhall Valley 

23 with which you've been districted? 

No. 24 

25 

A 

Q Is there an airport that you're aware of in 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

1 

2 

3 

4 

the -- in the portion of the Mendenhall Valley with 

No. A 

Q Okay. Now, you mentioned -- you mentioned 

5 cruise ships as a point of socioeconomic integration 

6 in your answer, and you were asked about riding on 

7 cruise ships. Do you recall those questions? 

I do, yes. 8 

9 

A 

Q Okay. Would you explain the socioeconomic 

10 integration that's represented by cruise ships 

11 between downtown Juneau and and the City of 

12 Skagway -- City and Borough of Skagway? 

13 A Well, at the core of this is, what we're 

14 seeking is fair and effective representation. And so 

15 our vital link between Skagway and between Juneau is 

16 with downtown Juneau, because that is where the 

17 cruise ships go. Skagway is the 18th most visited 

18 cruise ship on the planet. Juneau is even higher 

19 rated than we are. So the impacts of the cruise 

20 industry to downtown Juneau and the impacts of the 

21 cruise industry to Skagway are identical. 

22 We deal with some pretty significant issues 

23 because of cruise ship traffic. A lot of them have 

24 to do with infrastructure, traffic, both vehicle and 

25 pedestrian. We have this massive influx of people, 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

1 where Skagway goes from a 1,000-person population to 

2 ~,~~v~~~-~lift~~!~CO-~P~ople on any given day 

3 during a robust season. These are the same issues 

4 that downtown Juneau deals with. 

5 And so we've developed really good 

6 relationships with the city manager of Juneau, Rorie 

7 Watt. I frequently talk to them about our issues in 

8 Skagway because they've been doing it for a long 

9 time. 

10 And so, I mean, not to get too far off 

11 track, Mr. Brena, but we are also in the process of 

12 Skagway, in approximately 13 months, for the first 

13 time in our history, we're going to control and 

14 operate our own port. And this process is one of the 

15 key reasons I've been elected three times as mayor to 

16 represent my community. 

17 And it's one of the drivers for our 

18 community so that we can experience perhaps double 

19 the current revenue that we receive, which is going 

20 to allow us to improve our infrastructure, which is 

21 going to allow us to improve our services, improve 

22 the quality of life for our residents. 

23 The impacts of that industry for Skagway 

24 cannot be overstated. And they are identical with 

25 the impact that downtown Juneau deals with. They 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

1 deal with the pedestrian traffic, they deal with the 

3 infrastructure issues that we deal with. 

4 So this is a vital link for us, and it goes 

5 back to that core, core issue, which is fair and 

6 effective representation. If we are paired with 3-B, 

7 where you have a population that outnumbers Skagway 

8 ten to one --

9 MR. SINGER: Objection, Your Honor, this is 

10 a narrative. He's not answering a question at this 

11 point. 

12 MR. BRENA: He certainly is answering the 

13 question. He was asked about socioeconomic 

14 integration between these communities, and I've asked 

15 him to explain it. 

16 THE COURT: It is a rather long, narrative 

17 answer. I'll let him finish, Mr. Brena. But the 

18 question on direct had to do with transportation, not 

19 socioeconomic integration. 

20 A I apologize, Your Honor. I get very 

21 passionate about Skagway. 

22 MR. BRENA: Well, Your Honor, I believe that 

23 the question had to do with how the -- how the cruise 

24 ship is representative of the socioeconomic 

25 integration. And I believe that his answer is wholly 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

1 A Yeah. So that part of Juneau, either you 

2 call it the Northern Valley or I call it the Western 

3 Valley, that is a residential area. So the issues 

4 that those folks are dealing with are very different 

5 than the issues that we are dealing with in Skagway. 

6 What we deal with in Skagway, as I just mentioned, 

7 are the same issues they deal with in downtown 

8 Juneau. 

9 My concern is, is that we need 

10 representation that understands the unique issues we 

11 face as a town of a thousand that also happens to be 

12 the 18th most visited cruise port in the world. My 

13 fear is that if we become diluted, if our population 

14 becomes diluted by people who don't understand those 

15 particular issues, it could be detrimental to our 

16 future growth. 

17 That's at the heart of that socioeconomic 

18 integration. We should be integrated with people and 

19 with a portion of the community that understands the 

20 challenges we're dealing with. If not, then we lose 

21 that fair and effective representation, or at least 

22 we're at risk of losing it. And I'd rather not risk 

23 it. 

24 Q Now, let me ask you, are there any cruise 

25 ships that -- that dock in the Valley? 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

2 business manager for Juneau Whale Watching Tours. 

3 And they run whale watching tours that leave from the 

4 harbor, but their office is right there in downtown 

5 Juneau and that's where I go to talk to her and have 

6 conversations. 

7 Jesse Kiehl, who is our current 

8 representative, and Sara Hannan, who is our other 

9 representative, they are in downtown Juneau. I go 

10 and talk to them as frequently as I can get to 

11 Juneau. And they've also been a valuable resource. 

12 A great example is when we were dealing with 

13 the PVSA, which was the law that was preventing 

14 cruise ships from being able to come up to Skagway 

15 because they had to make a stop in Canada. This was 

16 last year during the pandemic. 

17 We started a grassroots movement in our port 

18 group meeting -- it was Juneau, Skagway, and 

19 Ketchikan -- and we were able to bring that 

20 recommendation to create a moratorium for the PVSA to 

21 our representatives. Jesse Kiehl brought it to the 

22 legislature floor. That went on to the federal 

23 government, and our representatives, Sullivan, 

24 Murkowski, and Young, supported it. 

25 People said it would never be done. There 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

2 But they did. And we were able to get cruise ships 

3 last year. And it saved us. 

4 So that's the value of having these 

5 relationships with these people who understand our 

6 industry. 

7 Q You -- you mentioned several times in 

8 responding to Mr. Singer, as well as in responding to 

9 me, the importance to Skagway of, for the first time, 

10 taking control of its -- and operating its own port. 

11 Would you explain the circumstances associated with 

12 that? 

13 A Well, it was back in 1967 that Skagway 

14 entered into a 55-year lease. And during that time, 

15 you know, around especially the mid- 1 80s, the cruise 

16 ship industry started to come more and more into 

17 Alaska, and so our numbers grew. When I first came 

18 to Alaska, a busy cruise ship day was about 4,000 

19 people. There were multiple days without cruise 

20 ships in Skagway. 

21 And over the years, now we see those days, 

22 which is almost every day, where we have 8 to 12,000 

23 cruise ship passengers coming off the ship throughout 

24 the entire season, which goes from about mid April to 

25 mid October, give or take. And that's really 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

2 day-to-day life. And again, that's why we're here. 

3 Q Is part of the -- is part of the policy and 

4 infrastructure challenges that Skagway faces in 

5 taking over its own dock, its desire to expand its 

6 dock capacity so it can stay in sync with downtown 

7 Juneau? 

8 A Absolutely. And it's critical. Because 

9 what the cruise ship industry has done is, they don't 

10 just continue to bring the same ships year after 

11 year. They bring in larger ships. So maybe when I 

12 first came to Skagway a large ship held maybe 22 or 

13 2,300 people. Today the Quantum class vessels that 

14 are coming into Skagway have 5,500 passengers, 3,000 

15 crew. 

16 So what that requires is a berthing that was 

17 able to hold a Contemporary class ship is no longer 

18 viable for the market. And since they're not 

19 bringing up Contemporary class ships and they're 

20 replacing them with Quantum class ships, we have to 

21 have infrastructure that will support those ships. 

22 So one of the things we are doing right now 

23 is working with an engineering firm so we can expand 

24 and create a floating dock for what we call our Ore 

25 Dock in Skagway, our northernmost dock, so it can 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

2 exact same issues that downtown Juneau has to go 

3 through, or that Ketchikan has to go through. 

4 Q Now, would you describe the impact from the 

5 COVID epidemic on the cruise industry and how -- how 

6 much of an impact the discontinuation of cruise ships 

7 to Skagway -- how much did that impact your revenue? 

8 MR. SINGER: Objection, Your Honor. This is 

9 beyond the scope of cross. 

10 THE COURT: Sustained. Mr. Brena, we are 

11 well beyond the scope of cross here. He's gone on 

12 for 30 minutes on socioeconomic stuff that was barely 

13 touched on. 

MR. BRENA: Well, Your Honor --14 

15 THE COURT: If it was not mentioned, save it 

16 for rebuttal. 

17 MR. BRENA: Okay. 

18 BY MR. BRENA: 

19 Q With regard to the socioeconomic integration 

20 of the cruise ship industry between Skagway and 

21 Juneau, who is the largest employer in Skagway? 

White Pass and Yukon Route. 

And who are they owned by? 

22 

23 

24 

A 

Q 

A They are partially owned by Carnival Cruise 

25 Lines, and the other owner is Carrix, although that 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

1 ~N THl;_M~p!;R OF !HE i1J:l1 13.E.DLSTRICTING PLAN 
""'NON-~yi lf~ili.P,J;)Sl!. l)R,/, ~~622 

2 BY MR. BRENA: 

3 Q Okay. Do you believe that -- that the 

4 proposed map by the -- by the redistricting board 

5 would be more socioeconomically integrated or less 

6 socioeconomically integrated compared with the 

7 alternatives that Skagway has offered? 

8 A I believe that the map that we have offered 

9 as Skagway is much more socially and economically 

10 integrated with downtown Juneau than what the board 

11 has proposed, splitting the Valley up in half up 

12 there to the West Valley. We work with downtown 

13 Juneau. We work with the municipal government down 

14 there. We work -- all our engineers are in the 

15 downtown Juneau area. We don't go to the west half 

16 of the Valley for any professional services. All the 

17 professional services we use are downtown. 

18 We're working with Juneau in port 

19 electrifications. We are working with Juneau on the 

20 emergency response to COVID. We try to follow and 

21 use Juneau as our lead. They have the professional 

22 resources to help guide Skagway, especially through 

23 our time now with developing the port. You heard 

24 Mayor Cremata speak about that, and that is 

25 dominating what we're doing. And that is critical 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

2 We are in the middle of designs for a 40 to 

3 100 million dollar upgrade for the docks, and port 

4 electrification another $25 million upgrade just for 

5 Juneau, and we want to be intertied with them. So 

6 being tied to downtown Juneau in our proposed 

7 district is what we need to do to be 

8 socioeconomically integrated and to be heard by our 

9 representation. 

10 Being paired with the West Valley just -- I 

11 don't -- you know, I had one friend that used to live 

12 in the West Valley and he moved. Other than that, I 

13 don't use the Western Valley for anything. 

14 

15 

Q Same question with regard to Haines and 

Gustavus. Do you believe that the that the 

16 alternatives that Skagway has advanced to the Court 

17 represent greater socioeconomic integration or lesser 

18 socioeconomic integration for Haines and Gustavus? 

19 MR. SINGER: Objection, there were no 

20 questions about Gustavus. Haines is fair game. We 

21 didn't talk about Gustavus. 

22 MR. BRENA: Your Honor, socioeconomic 

23 integration with the cruise ship industry was brought 

24 up and Haines was his example. Gustavus is the third 

25 population center here. Let's just not pretend it's 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

2 socioeconomic integration to have Skagway and Haines 

3 with downtown Juneau than with the northern 

4 residential part of the Mendenhall Valley? 

5 A I absolutely believe that the maps that 

6 we from Skagway are more socially and economically 

7 integrated with Haines and downtown Juneau than the 

8 maps proposed for redistricting. 

9 And I feel like I can speak with a lot of 

10 experience for this. I worked for the Haines Borough 

11 for a number of years and I also ran a non-profit 

12 there. And all of my interaction when I would go 

13 down to the legislature was in downtown Juneau, when 

14 I'd go down to deal with our engineers for designing 

15 the small boat harbor upgrade, we were with downtown 

16 Juneau. For that matter, if we had legal issues, we 

17 would go to the downtown Juneau area, fly down there. 

18 I mean, it goes on and on. Nothing that I 

19 did as a representative for the Haines Borough 

20 government as their director of public facilities or 

21 interim manager took me out to the Western Valley, 

22 which was being proposed to be paired with. 

23 We went downtown. All our environmental 

24 consultants were there. And even when I ran a 

25 non-profit in Haines, again, when I dealt with Alaska 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICT/NG PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

2 downtown. Those interactions were downtown. The 

3 people I interacted with and were providing resources 

4 to me were all in the proposed districts that Skagway 

5 has presented. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

MR. BRENA: May I have a moment, Your Honor? 

THE COURT: You may. 

You are on mute, Mr. Brena. 

MR. BRENA: Thank you, Borough Manager Ryan. 

10 I have nothing further for you on redirect. 

11 

12 

MR. RYAN: Thank you. 

THE COURT: Thank you, Mr. Ryan. That 

13 concludes your testimony, at least at this point. 

14 (Witness excused.) 

15 THE COURT: So we took five earlier. Folks 

16 want another break before we start with Mr. Walsh or 

17 do you want to get right into it? 

18 MR. BRENA: It's helpful, Your Honor. Just 

19 we have people upstairs that need to come downstairs 

20 and reorient. We are not in the same space as our 

21 witnesses. 

THE COURT: Fair enough. 22 

23 MR. SINGER: Should we just take a 15-minute 

24 morning break and come back at 10:45? 

25 MR. BRENA: That's fine with me. 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

1 socioeconomic integration, schools, and property 

2 taxes and board maps and tourist industries and 

3 cruise ships and air flights. Do you remember those 

4 questions? 

5 

6 

A 

Q 

Yes, sir. 

,~QM.JoigY.r~@i:j,j,,~il~Get~at Skagway and Haines are 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL IX on 02/02/2022 

7 socioeconomically integrated with downtown Juneau? 

Most definitely. 

And why? 

8 

9 

10 

A 

Q 

A I mean, you could start with, you know, the 

11 usual suspects. I mean, the hospital is a critical 

12 healthcare facility for the region. Residents -- you 

13 know, and it's complicated. Weather is an issue, but 

14 they need to get from the services that they have in 

15 their community to the larger regional hospital. And 

16 so that's -- that's easily established. 

17 The commercial district of downtown Juneau, 

18 which includes the popular Costco, if you will, and 

19 all of the associated businesses and professional 

20 services that may not be available in the respective 

21 communities of Skagway and Haines. 

22 The civic activities, the convention center 

23 is in downtown Juneau. That's widely attended for 

24 whether it be the Native community that comes down 

25 for -- I forget the name of their event, but it's 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

1 really a large gathering. The -- the recreation of 

2 the folk -- folk music festival is every spring. 

3 That's a legacy event in downtown Juneau that 

4 musicians and families come down to participate in. 

5 It runs over the course of a week. 

6 ,~e,,TT,g1;1,:g,~t,QJ.sr~:Y.il~ing, highly integral to 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL IX on 02/02/2022 

7 their functioning as municipalities and access to 

8 their legislator and to other legislators while 

9 they're in Juneau. The maritime element of the 

10 downtown, the business community. I mean, Skagway 

11 municipality is intricately involved with port 

12 planning as you heard from previous testimony, and so 

13 that brings any number of interested parties down. 

14 Businesses in Juneau have businesses in 

15 Skagway. It surprises me sometimes, you're on the 

16 plane and going to Skagway and people are going up in 

17 the morning and coming back in the evening because 

18 they have -- they're tending to business. So I could 

19 probably go on, but that's some of the connection. 

20 Sports events. 

21 Q You said businesses in Juneau have 

22 businesses in Skagway. Is that true vice versa? 

Absolutely. 23 

24 

A 

Q And when you're talking about Juneau in that 

25 context, are you talking about downtown Juneau? 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

Most definitely. 1 

2 

A 

Q Okay. Are you aware of any business owner 

3 that owns a business in the part of the Mendenhall 

4 Valley in Skagway and the part of the Mendenhall 

5 Valley that Skagway has been districted with? 

6 A ,N~~mERlrHe2021RetP&it~lAjust aren I t many businesses 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL IX on 02/02/2022 

7 out there. In the current 2013 plan there are more. 

8 In the proposed plan, they're -- it's -- they're few, 

9 if you ask me. 

10 Q Now, I'd like to ask you whether you 

11 believe -- you've been the lobbyist for the City of 

12 Skagway for 20 years almost; is that right? 

13 

14 

A 

Q 

2002. 

Okay. Have you ever even held a meeting in 

15 the part of the -- in the part of the Valley in which 

16 Skagway has been districted in? 

No, not to my recollection. 17 

18 

A 

Q Okay. All of your meetings have been in the 

19 downtown district? 

20 A Yes, whether it be state agency, municipal, 

21 state government, legislature, professional, legal, 

22 professional engineering, et cetera. 

23 Q Now, you had gone through a list of services 

24 here that you felt socioeconomically integrated 

25 Skagway and Haines with downtown Juneau. I want to 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

1 just go through that list. You started with 

2 healthcare. 

3 Do you believe that Skagway and Haines are 

4 somehow socioeconomically integrated with the part of 

5 the Mendenhall Valley with which they•ve been 

6 district~i9rHeW..i.J;;Q.THh~g8 ;-4c,N!;,QN healthcare matters? 

7 

8 

9 

NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL IX on 02/02/2022 

MR. SINGER: Objection, leading. 

THE COURT: Make it more direct. 

MR. BRENA: I don•t think it -- okay. 

10 BY MR. BRENA: 

11 Q Do you believe or don•t you believe that --

12 that Skagway and Haines and Gustavus are 

13 socioeconomically integrated with the part of -- of 

14 the Mendenhall Valley with which they•ve been 

15 districted with regard to healthcare? 

16 MR. SINGER: Objection, beyond the scope. 

17 Mr. Walsh and I did not discuss Haines or Gustavus. 

18 THE COURT: You were fairly wide-ranging. 

19 I 1 m going to allow it. 

20 A In response, Mr. Brena, I mean, you start 

21 with -- to my knowledge, there are no healthcare 

22 facilities in the district proposed by the board. 

23 That would include Skagway and Western Mendenhall 

24 Valley. So I mean, I don•t know if that•s different 

25 for Haines, but it 1 s clearly my observation with 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

1 respect to Skagway and just as a resident of Douglas. 

2 BY MR. BRENA: 

3 Q Okay. And then you mentioned the commercial 

4 districts with which people frequent. So is it 

5 are the residents of Skagway socioeconomically 

6 integrat~PtHe'itt.i..tQ.rHAQ-~~wJ. activities and -- with 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL IX on 02102/2022 

7 regard to the portion of the Mendenhall Valley with 

8 which they've been districted? 

9 A I just don't see any commercial businesses 

10 out there, to be honest with you. I saw reference to 

11 a building supply store in an affidavit. Okay, fine. 

12 But that -- there are other building supply stores. 

13 There are -- I mean, that's not much to hold on to, 

14 if you will. 

15 

16 

17 

Q 

A 

Q 

Is there a building supply store in Skagway? 

Yes. 

Do you know of any Skagway residents that 

18 have bought their building supplies at the building 

19 supply store in District 3? 

No, I don't know any. 20 

21 

A 

Q Okay. You mentioned Costco and associated 

22 businesses. Are the residents of Skagway, Haines, 

23 and Gustavus, when they come in to do bulk shopping 

24 at the Costco, is that districted with downtown or 

25 with the part of the Valley with which Skagway has 
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1 been districted? 

It's downtown. 2 

3 

A 

Q Okay. You mentioned professional services 

4 as a reason for socioeconomic integration with 

5 downtown. With regard to professional services, do 

6 you consi,~~;g;-An~t~sw.~~RlcH~pes, or Gustavus to be 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL IX on 02/02/2022 

7 socioeconomically integrated with the upper -- with 

8 the residential upper Mendenhall with regard to 

9 professional services that they may come to Juneau to 

10 obtain? 

11 A No. I don't know of any professional 

12 services in the residential district of the 

13 Mendenhall Valley, you know, as proposed in the plan 

14 by the board. 

15 Q You mentioned the convention center. Is 

16 do the residents of Skagway, Haines, and Gustavus who 

17 come to Juneau to participate in the convention 

18 center, are they in -- in the district in which they 

19 have been districted in 3 or is that in downtown? 

It's in downtown. 20 

21 

A 

Q Okay. You mentioned the capitol building 

22 and interaction with different levels of government 

23 services. And I would like you to -- as a lobbyist, 

24 you coordinate the City of Skagway's interactions 

25 with all levels of government in Juneau, correct? 
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1 A Yes. I mean, they can do some themselves, 

2 but that's my role. 

Federal, state, and local? 

Yes, sir. 

3 

4 

5 

Q 

A 

Q And are any of those interactions, those 

6 integrati,~~n~trH~~0,~gw~y public officials with 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL IX on 02/02/2022 

7 Juneau, are any of them in the portion of the upper 

8 Mendenhall Valley with which Skagway has been 

9 districted? 

None of them. 10 

11 

12 

13 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

Okay. All of them are downtown, correct? 

That's correct. 

Okay. Port planning, have you ever been in 

14 a port planning meeting in the portion of the Juneau 

15 district with which Skagway has been districted? 

16 

17 

18 

A 

Q 

A 

No. 

Where are those meetings held? 

Port planning meetings, we spent 

19 considerable time at the Department of 

20 Transportation, which is in the state headquarters, 

21 which is I think about mile 3, so close to downtown 

22 Juneau. We've spent meetings in the capitol 

23 building, obviously. We spent time with the City and 

24 Borough of Juneau in discussing port infrastructure 

25 issues and experiences they've had as they self-fund 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

1 their port development. 

2 We've had meetings with engineering firms 

3 in in downtown Juneau. Let me think of where 

4 that -- it's been a number of years. I mean, we've 

5 had numerous meetings. And then they're often just 

6 in the cq~,te..:i:;~~c;,~021;,ga,"~" something of a hotel or 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL IX on 02/02/2022 

7 something. 

8 Q Now, when the folks in Skagway fly in to 

9 Juneau, do they fly into the downtown district or do 

10 they fly into the district with which they've been 

11 districted? 

12 A The airport, it is my understanding, is in 

13 the downtown district. Skagway is not. 

14 Q Okay. It's is it your position that 

15 there are sufficient socioeconomic -- do you consider 

16 Skagway, Haines, or Gustavus to be socioeconomically 

17 integrated with the residential portion of the 

18 Mendenhall Valley with which they've been districted? 

19 

20 

21 A 

MR. SINGER: Objection, leading. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

No, I don't. I mean, I understand 

22 somebody's desire to make that case, but just from my 

23 point of view, factually, we -- it -- there's just no 

24 connection between the residents that -- you know, 

25 the suburb, if you will, of the Valley, the 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
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2 Juneau? What Juneau exists in 1974? 

3 

4 

A Right. So just to be clear, I did not live 

there at that time. But and so it so I'm not 

5 an expert, if you will, on that history. 

6 MR. SINGER: I object to the foundation. 

7 The witness didn't live there, he certainly didn't 

8 write the court opinion. So I think asking a witness 

9 to testify on what a judge meant in 1974 is beyond 

10 this witness's foundation. 

11 MR. BRENA: Your Honor, I'm not asking him 

12 what the judge meant. I'm asking him what Juneau was 

13 in that time frame. 

14 THE COURT: But he's just testified he 

15 didn't live there and doesn't know. 

16 

17 there. 

18 

MR. BRENA: No. He testified he didn't live 

THE COURT: And show me a foundation for 

19 what he knows. 

20 MR. BRENA: Okay. 

21 BY MR. BRENA: 

22 Q Are you aware of the degree to which the 

23 Mendenhall Valley was developed or not developed in 

24 the early '70s? 

25 A It was clearly less developed than it is 
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NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

, (N TH~ Mt\.TTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
-NON-J\YR'!''fRIAL, VOL. IX on 02/02/2022 

2 Q Okay. And so when you're looking at this 

3 case and the guidance that it provides, does it seem 

4 to you that it is a reference to the socioeconomic 

5 connectedness that you have referred to rather than 

6 socioeconomic connectedness to the Valley or not? 

7 A 

8 Juneau. 

9 

10 

Q 

11 Honor? 

No. It would be referred to downtown 

Okay. 

MR. BRENA: May we have another moment, Your 

12 BY MR. BRENA: 

13 Q Now, you were asked about taxes and property 

14 taxes. Is there -- are there levies associated with 

15 the cruise boats that are shared among communities? 

16 A Well, the state has a -- a cruise passenger 

17 vessel assessment or tax, and that is shared. That's 

18 shared by the first seven ports of call. Skagway is 

19 a recipient. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

Q 

A 

Q 

Skagway and Juneau are both recipients? 

Yes, sir. 

Okay. 

MR. BRENA: Your Honor, I'm just reviewing 

24 my notes. I apologize for the delay. 

25 THE COURT: You're fine, Mr. Brena. 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN 
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1 A That our voice would be diluted 

2 unnecessarily given there are available options. If 

3 you attach the community of Skagway to a district 

4 that does not share similar interests, needs, 

5 provides no socioeconomic, you know, equivalent of 

6 what downtown Juneau offers our community -- and so 

7 we're almost derailed, if you will, from, you know, 

8 as we -- in my opinion, as we attempt to express 

9 ourselves. 

10 So -- and if that was the only situation, I 

11 suppose we'd be stuck. But our district as it is 

12 right now allows us that voice. We participate with 

13 the community. Our residents participate 

14 socioeconomically in the community they're paired 

15 with, and the population census does not require 

16 that -- I mean, the numbers are relatively similar. 

17 So it's fixable and we're asking the Court 

18 to examine the board's action and, you know, simply 

19 fix it, basically. There is a remedy available that 

20 would strengthen our voice and allow full expression 

21 of our socioeconomic activity within our district. 

22 Q Do you believe that representative 

23 government is better met or worse met by being paired 

24 with people without common interests that would 

25 dominate the district so that you'd have to go to 
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. X on 02/03/2022 

1 (n the Malter qf the 2021,B«:i.dll,lricting Plan 
-NON-JURY T~AL, VOL.~ 62/03/2022 

Do you attend those regularly? 

No. 

2 

3 

4 

Q 

A 

Q Which ones have you attended? Have you 

5 which districts have you attended a republican 

6 gathering for? 

7 A There's a in Juneau, there's a combined 

8 districted, it will be 3 and 4 now, it was, I think, 

9 33 and 34 previously. So sometimes there's a -- a 

10 party meeting or convention or, you know, it's not 

11 really a convention, it's too small for that, but 

12 sometimes I've gone to those. 

And how many people attend them? 

Maybe 50 or something. 

13 

14 

15 

Q 

A 

Q Okay. You've gone to those, did you say, 

16 five or six times? I'm just trying to remember what 

17 you said. 

18 A I don't think I said as to the local 

19 meetings, but that's probably a good guess. 

20 Q All right. At the time of your 

21 deposition -- I'm going to shift topics and ask -- ask 

22 you some questions about Skagway. 

23 At the time of your deposition, I'd asked 

24 you who was the largest employer in Skagway, and you 

25 didn't know; do you recall that? 
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NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. X on 02/03/2022 

1 (n the Matter qf the 2021 81i.dh;lricting Plan 
""NON-JURY T~AL, VOL.~ 62/03/2022 

2 Q Okay. I think I went onto say who it was, 

3 and you said you weren•t surprised by that; is that 

4 your memory, as well? 

5 

6 

7 

A 

Q 

about 

Yes. 

Okay. So in terms of -- I also asked you 

I 1 ve asked you about, you know, how often do 

8 you frequent Skagway, and I believe that you go -- you 

9 have a cabin in Paradise Cove out of Haines; right? 

10 

11 

A 

Q 

That I s right. 

So you and your wife go over there and spend 

12 part of the summers there, I assume? 

13 A Yes, usually, you know, several times every 

14 summer we visit the place in Haines. 

15 Q And there was a period of time when the 

16 ferry system, in order to get back to Juneau, would go 

17 north from Haines to Skagway; correct? 

18 A That's right. When they were running the 

19 fast ferry Fairweather, that would leave Haines to go 

20 south you went to Skagway first and then -- then to 

21 Juneau. 

22 Q And they're not doing -- they•re not doing 

23 that anymore; is that correct? 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

Right. They don't have that ferry anymore. 

So how long of a period of time was that the 
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. X on 02/03/2022 

1 

2 

3 

4 

Q Okay. Now, in the deposition you said you 

knew Kathy Hosford Hosford, somewhat; correct? 

A 

Q 

5 right? 

6 

7 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

And you also said that you knew her husband; 

I met him. 

Yeah. Now, Kathy Hosford is the chairman of 

8 the republican party for District 3; correct? 

I do not know that. 9 

10 

A 

Q So any get together at which the republican 

11 party gets together for District 3 and District 4, 

12 would you accept that's true subject to check or do 

13 you want me to put a exhibit in from a republican 

14 site? 

What's your question? 15 

16 

A 

Q Would you except, subject to check, that 

17 Kathy Hosford is the chairman of the republican party 

18 for the district that's in controversy here? 

Yes. 19 

20 

A 

Q Okay. So has Kathy Hosford or her husband 

21 ever been to your home? 

22 A Possibly. I don't recall a specific 

23 instance, but I think that's possible. 

24 

25 

Q 

A 

Is it likely? 

It's possible. 

PACIFIC RIM REPORTING 
907-272-4383 

Page 1736 



EXC.SGY-000167

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. X on 02/03/2022 

1 A So the trans -- that would essentially take 

2 the place of the ferry system as the transportation 

3 link for northern Lynn Canal. 

4 Q So your comment in the deliberations about, 
I~ !he Matte, of lne 2021 ~~~~~~Ian 

5 if th~UfWlfSL, \!l'!L·~eio22wasn' t only a reference to the 

6 existing plan to take the road part way up and then to 

7 go by ferry, it also included the -- at least the 

8 opportunity or possibility that -- that the road would 

9 go to Skagway; correct? 

10 A As I said, it's possible to build a road 

11 entirely on the mainland side of Lynn Canal, between 

12 Juneau and Skagway, yes. 

13 Q Now, your wife has been a strong advocate 

14 for a road up the Lynn Canal; correct? 

That's true. 15 

16 

A 

Q She has -- she has been involved in the --

17 in the pro-road coalition, has she not? 

18 

19 

A 

Q 

I believe that's true. 

And she may have even had a hand in 

20 establishing the pro-road coalition; correct? 

21 A I don't recall that, but it wouldn't 

22 surprise me, either. 

23 Q Okay. If I were to say that when she 

24 received an award from the Chamber of Commerce in 

25 Juneau, that praised her for being involved with 
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. X on 02/03/2022 

1 establishing the pro-road coalition, that would not 

2 surprise you, would it? 

3 

4 

6 

A 

Q 

A 

No, that's probably right. 

Okay. She's given pro-road presentations, 

I don't know that, I don't know to whom, but 

7 it's possible. 

8 Q Well, if I were to say that I read a Chilkat 

9 news article in Haines, in which she gave a 

10 presentation with other retired transportation people 

11 from -- from Juneau about a pro-road presentation, to 

12 the citizens of Haines, would that surprise you? 

13 

14 

A 

Q 

It would not surprise me. 

Okay. She's written on the topic multiple 

15 times, has she not? 

16 

17 yes. 

18 

19 say 

A 

Q 

Yes, letters to the editor and so forth, 

Okay. Let's see, the -- now, it's fair to 

well, here, let me -- can we -- well, let's go 

20 to her most recent article, I believe, Paulette 

21 Simpson: The Party is Over For Ferries, I believe; 

22 are you familiar with that article? 

Yes. 23 

24 

A 

Q Okay. I mean, her basic narrative, if you 

25 will, is that -- is that it's time to reset the 
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1 expectations of Southeast Alaska away from a 

2 subsidized ferry system as it has been in the past, 

3 and to -- and to do more road construction; is that a 

4 fair swnmary of her position? 
In lhe Mallor or the 2021 Rcdlstr~_l!Cq Plan 5 A NON.JuRv ~115L. ~ ... o,.,~~211 s partly fair, the other piece of 

6 it is -- relates to having a hub and spoke arrangement 

7 with roads, where possible, and then shorter ferry 

8 runs, that was kind of the upshot of it, to my 

9 recollection. 

10 Q Okay. I 1 d like to go to the next page, 

11 please. Further on, it says, some cite, okay, right 

12 there. 

13 You can see that -- you see in the paragraph 

14 where it says: Some cite poor management for the 

15 ferry system's current sad state of affairs. But the 

16 inability of the AMHS -- which is an acronym for 

17 Alaska Marine Highway system; correct? 

18 

19 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

-- to meet the transportation needs of 

20 Alaskans is more correctly the result of economic and 

21 demographic shifts, unrealistic expectations about how 

22 ships can perform, and politics; do you see that? 

23 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

A 

Yes. 

That represents her opinion, does it not? 

Yes, it does. 
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1 Q Does that represent your opinion? 

2 A Partly, partly, yeah, there's a lot more in 

3 the the article than -- than just that, but that's 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

part of it, yes. 
In Iha t,l,ltteroflho 2021 Rad,stnci ng Plan 

Q N0N.JURYO~?L,Xon~ou agree with your wife, 

generally, with regard to her position -- to her 

position with regard to the problems with the ferries 

and the needs for roads? 

A 

Q 

Yes, I do. 

Okay. So I'd like to go further down, 

11 perhaps -- perhaps it is finally time to get over our 

12 hopeless, sentimental, and naive expectations about 

13 frequent and affordable ferry service and adopt 

14 alternatives that would actually minimize operating 

15 costs and improve travel; does that reflect your 

16 opinion, Mr. Simpson? 

Yes, it does. 17 

18 

A 

Q Okay. And then if we can go down a little, 

19 fair-minded decision making, it's on the bottom of 

20 that page right there. 

21 Fair-minded decision-making would dismiss 

22 the wishful thinking of a return to legacy levels of 

23 ferry service and low fares appropriate to a different 

24 era. 

25 So you and your wife both believe that the 
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1 transportation future for Southeast Alaska, with 

2 regard to Juneau, involves more reliance on roads and 

3 less reliance on the ferry system; correct? 

4 A It does not involve eliminating the ferry 
In tile ~_'!_Hor ol lM 2021 Rod!~~lng Plan 

5 systelltlS,N•-'m'!lM.'1:ll§e>c nmcai~211 s a key transportation feature in 

6 Southeast, and always will be, because of the island 

7 configuration. 

8 The point is, that it's an extremely 

9 expensive system, the way it's operated now, and it 

10 can be made cheaper and more efficient by replacing 

11 the ferry routes with roads where possible to do so. 

12 Q Okay. And so this paragraph, fiscally 

13 responsible management of resources, would also demand 

14 the shortest possible ferry runs connecting 

15 strategically located roads for travel by 

16 energy-efficient, COVID-free electric cars. 

17 So this is, you know, expand the road as far 

18 as you can, up the -- up the -- the east side of the 

19 Lynn Canal, and then the current plan you mentioned 

20 earlier would be to take it sort of across from Haines 

21 and have a ferry run to Haines and a ferry run to 

22 Skagway; correct? 

That's right. 23 

24 

A 

Q Okay. Now, you're aware that the issue of 

25 whether to improve the ferry system or whether to 
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1 build roads with regard to Juneau has been a 

2 politically controversial topic, are you not? 

3 

4 

A 

Q 

That's a fair statement. 

Okay. And -- and so here is another 
In lho Matter of the 2021 Rodisl'!et!@ Plan 

5 articl~JuRff<1AL!Vomia,yoZll!l!'d~ntify an article in the Juneau 

6 Empire, by James Brooks, and December 15th, 2016 and 

7 that is when Walker revealed his budget and eliminated 

8 many of the funds to build a road; right? Do you 

9 recall that? 

10 A I -- I recall that that happened during the 

11 Walker administration. I don't recall that article, 

12 specifically. 

13 Q Okay. And the organization that your wife 

14 was so active in was Citizens For Road; correct? 

That sounds right, yes. 15 

16 

A 

Q Okay. So after Walker did this, Mr. Knapp, 

17 if we can go to page two, he was the president of 

18 citizens pro-road was irate when he heard Walker's 

19 decision? And then there's a quote here: How could 

20 he say it's the state budget, Knapp asked, either he 

21 is dumb or he thinks we're dumb, pick one, either he's 

22 stupid or he thinks we're stupid, because that's a 

23 non-reason; do you see that? 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

Do you agree with that? 
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1 improve the ferry system or to build the road. 

2 Can you accept, subject to check, if we go 

3 down to the advisory vote, towards the bottom, you see 

4 the improved ferry system road option advisory system 

5 number one, improved access Skagway to Juneau? 

6 

7 

A 

Q 

Yes, I see that. 

Mi3~,y"ou'.~ee - that 62 percent of Skagway were 

8 opposed to the road? 

9 

10 

A 

Q 

62 percent supported improved ferry service. 

Yes, which was -- you understand that this 

11 is an advisory vote, as it was in Juneau, it was an 

12 either/or vote, do you support improving the ferry 

13 system or do you support building the road. 

14 A Okay. I don't see the exact question, but I 

15 see the two -- two lines on the -- on the count there, 

16 yes. 

17 Q Okay. I'd like to -- do you -- Mr. Simpson, 

18 do you have any idea why 62 percent of Skagway would 

19 oppose building a road? 

20 A It's pretty much beyond me why anybody would 

21 oppose that. So 

22 Q That's what I thought. Okay. 

23 So let's go to a Skagway resolution, right? 

24 And this is SZY2014, Your Honor, and it's a city of 

25 Skagway resolution number 0308R, dated April 2003; do 
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1 you see this? 

2 

3 

A 

Q 

Yes, I do see it. 

Can we go down to the fifth whereas: 

4 Whereas, roads frequently have serious negative 

5 impacts on the economies of small communities and have 

6 historically resulted in the closure of small, locally 

7 owned busi~~a""mt ~ ervices; do you see that? 

8 

9 

A 

Q 

Yes, I do. 

Okay. Were you aware that -- that -- that 

10 this was one of the Skagway's concerns with building a 

11 road to Skagway? 

12 

13 

A 

Q 

No. I've not seen this resolution before. 

Have you -- well, my question didn't go to 

14 whether you've seen it before. I was asking if you 

15 were aware this was a concern that Skagway had with 

16 the road. 

17 You said you couldn't understand why they 

18 would oppose it, they're saying -- the mayor is 

19 saying: The resolution, unanimously passed by the 

20 city council, that we're concerned with our businesses 

21 closing in Skagway if the road goes through. Were you 

22 aware of that, of that concern? 

No. 23 

24 

A 

Q Okay. Go down two more whereases: A road 

25 linked to Juneau could end Skagway's historic position 
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1 as the gateway to the Yukon and the northern port 

2 facilities for goods going in the interior and would 

3 eliminate ferry service in the upper Lynn Canal; do 

4 you see that? 

5 

6 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

Now, Skagway has historically been the 

7 gateway to ~-~ ~ ~"w'Fithe transportation corridor for 

8 the Yukon territories; correct? 

9 

10 

A 

Q 

I -- I think that's true, yes. 

Okay. And we used to have a railway that 

11 would go to Whitehorse and haul freight; do you recall 

12 those days? 

13 

14 

A 

Q 

Yes, I'm aware of that. 

And then a road came to Skagway, and then 

15 the railroad closed down and there were 84 jobs lost, 

16 84 families lost their jobs; are you aware of that? 

17 

18 

A 

Q 

I am not. 

Okay. So as soon as a road came through or 

19 not long after then the railroad quit becoming a 

20 transportation corridor, altogether, and now it has 

21 become a tourist train; correct? 

Yes, I'm aware of that. 22 

23 

A 

Q And the conversion from a transportation 

24 rail to a truck stop has resulted in huge job loss in 

25 Skagway; are you aware of that? 
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No. 1 

2 

A 

Q Okay. Well, you got Canadian truckers 

3 coming down the ore, they used to come down over the 

4 train, then you would expect there would be a 

5 substantial job loss in Skagway, wouldn't you? 

6 

7 

A 

one thing 

Well, it seems like it could just shift from 

If they're bringing ore through 

8 Skagway I would expect that there's some economic 

9 impact of that, so it may be less. I don't know, but 

10 I'm not aware of what it is. 

11 Q Do you have a background in the trucking 

12 industry, Mr. Simpson? 

No, I do not. 13 

14 

A 

Q Okay. Does ir make sense that if you had a 

15 Canadian truck driver coming down from Whitehorse, 

16 would it make sense that there would be an American 

17 truck driver for a SO-mile ride? Does that make any 

18 sense to you or would you just hire all Canadian truck 

19 drivers, avoid all the American unions and costs, and 

20 just transport through Skagway through Canadian truck 

21 drivers; what would you do to optimize profit? 

22 A Mr. Brena, I just said that I have no 

23 background in the trucking industry, and then you 

24 asked me a lengthy, frankly rambling question about 

25 whether I would hire Canadian or American truck 

PACIFIC RIM REPORTING 
907-272-4383 

Page 1755 



EXC.SGY-000177

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. X on 02/03/2022 

1 drivers for a hypothetical truck thing, so I don't 

2 know. 

3 Q You know, I have to agree with your 

4 criticism, Mr. Simpson. I agree with your criticism. 

5 I withdraw my question, sir. 

Thanks. 6 

7 

A 

Q ~'"!,~ •~ have trucks rolling from Juneau 

8 to the Yukon on that road? 

9 MR. SINGER: I object that we're well past 

10 cross, at this point, well past the subject of 

11 Mr. Simpson's testimony. 

12 MR. BRENA: Your Honor, not at all. Not 

13 even --

14 THE COURT: Given the discussion about roads 

15 and transportations, I think it's relevant. I'm going 

16 to allow it. The objection is overruled. 

17 BY MR. BRENA: 

18 Q So if that kind of shut down the railroad, 

19 but we put a road through to Juneau, this is saying 

20 that it would -- it could end Skagway's position as 

21 the gateway to the Yukon and the northern port 

22 facility. The northern port facility for 

23 transportation into the Yukon, if there's a road to 

24 Juneau, could shift from Skagway to Juneau, could it 

25 not? 
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1 A That's a hypothetical. Right now there's no 

2 plan to build a road between Juneau and Skagway, it 

3 goes, like, three quarters of the way. And it's not 

4 intended or likely to become an ore -- an ore truck 

5 transportation route, as far as I know. So I -- I 

6 think that's extremely unlikely, if not impossible. 

7 Q cMia'y,"' ~.t'6~!;e · l'l,""e - - I wasn't asking about the 

8 current plan. This was a response to the road that 

9 you and your wife backed to build a road from Juneau 

10 to Skagway; right? And this is a resolution 

11 addressing that concern, so I -- my questions are 

12 intended within the context of the road from Juneau to 

13 Skagway. 

14 With that in mind, do you understand that if 

15 there's a road from Juneau to Skagway that the 

16 consequence of that could be that -- that Skagway's 

17 historic position for freight going north could be 

18 bypassed by offloading freight in Juneau and trucking 

19 it into the Yukon? 

20 A So, yeah, so I would concede that some cargo 

21 could be taken from Juneau to Skagway or the Yukon if 

22 there were a road all the way through, that's 

23 possible, yes. 

24 Q Okay. And then the next whereas, a road 

25 could result in the loss of year-round jobs provided 
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1 by tug and barge service, air service, freight and ore 

2 shipment, ferry terminal, and longshoring services, 

3 those are all areas in which jobs can be lost in 

4 Skagway if the road that you and your wife have 

5 advocated for is actually built; correct? 

A I do not know that. I think that the 6 

7 '; accommodate the different 

8 transportation modes if -- if the road occurred. 

9 Q Okay. Going to the last whereas: The road 

10 could alter cruise ship traffic patterns, which could 

11 have far-reaching negative impacts in Skagway as a 

12 tourist destination. 

13 You realize that Skagway is a destination 

14 for the tourist industry, is it not? 

15 

16 

A 

Q 

It is. 

Okay. And if there were a road from Juneau 

17 to Skagway then the tour companies could offload their 

18 passengers in Juneau and drive them rather than take 

19 their cruise ships north; right? 

20 

21 

A 

Q 

They could, but I don't believe they would. 

Well, if there were a road that -- I mean, 

22 you have a road and you have cruise ships, and it is 

23 possible that the cruise ships maybe they would choose 

24 to get in another turnaround through Southeastern 

25 Alaska by cutting their cruises off at Juneau and 
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1 sending people by bus north. I mean, that's what they 

2 do at Skagway, now, isn't it? They drop them off at 

3 Skagway and then ship a lot of them north? 

4 A Well, they get off in Skagway and they tour 

5 Skagway and they ride the train, and I believe there 

6 are some tours that bus people up to Whitehorse and, 

7 you know, ~~~,~~~~ip or something like that, so 

8 

9 

that's 

Q 

that's probably right. 

Are you aware that -- that a huge percentage 

10 of the traffic coming off the cruise ships goes north 

11 to Fairbanks or Anchorage to South Central Alaska 

12 through the buses, the motor coaches leaving Skagway? 

13 

14 

A 

Q 

Well, I think that's what I just said. 

Okay. And there's no reason that those 

15 motor coaches couldn't leave from Juneau if they had a 

16 road to Skagway; right? 

17 

18 

A 

Q 

They could, yes. 

Okay. Now, what could happen, if there's a 

19 road from Juneau to Skagway, is that Skagway would 

20 become a glorified truck stop instead of a destination 

21 point with huge cruise ships four and five at a time 

22 landing in the summer; correct? 

23 A I disagree with the premise that it would 

24 become a glorified truck stop. The things that make 

25 Skagway an attractive tourist destination would 
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1 continue to exist, the historic train, the Klondike 

2 Historical Park, just the scenery, in general, all 

3 those things would not be changed. 

4 Q And they could be accessed by motor coach or 

5 cruise ship, all of those things; right? 

6 

7 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

A .~J.l..!~ OIN 2021 R .!1(!)M'U~Y- ' 'iiderstand now, you started this 

8 conversation by saying you had no idea why Skagway 

9 wouldn't want a road, if you had a business in Skagway 

10 would you be a little concerned that the primary 

11 source of your income, 95 percent of the income to the 

12 community, could pull up 100 miles short and coach 

13 

14 

people 

A 

motor coach people through, would that -

If I -- if I had a business in Skagway, I 

15 would welcome the road to Juneau because it would 

16 bring additional potential customers. So, you know, I 

17 understand what those concerns are, I'm happy to see 

18 that, but I just disagree with the premise that --

19 that it's sort of the end of the world if there's a 

20 road. 

21 Q I'm not saying the end of the world, but I 

22 am saying a sufficient concern for 62 percent of 

23 Alaska to vote against it, of Skagway to vote against 

24 the road. 

25 And don't you think it should be some 
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1 concern to the citizens of Skagway that the person 

2 that's districting them doesn't even know about this 

3 concern? 

4 

5 

A 

Q 

Well, I know now. 

Yeah. Okay. Now, you mentioned you weren't 

6 necessarily aware of the election that took place in 

7 Skagway, but there was one in Juneau that you brought 

8 up; right? 

9 A 

10 of it. 

11 

I believe you brought it up, but I'm aware 

MR. BRENA: Okay. And so if we can -- it was 

12 proposition number six in Juneau. So -- and Your 

13 Honor I would like to mark this exhibit as SGY2013, 

14 and it is a 2002 advisory vote -- excuse me -- it's a 

15 2000 advisory vote in Juneau on proposition number 

16 six. 

17 BY MR. BRENA: 

18 Q So I would like to start with proposition 

19 number six on page 7 of the -- of the thing. Okay. 

20 So you had expressed concern that you hadn't 

21 seen proposition for Skagway, but it had the same 

22 choice; right, increase ferry service or a road; 

23 right? 

Yes, I recall . that. 24 

25 

A 

Q So you had -- you had -- would you agree, 
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1 option. Did it lay out the costs associated with the 

2 

3 

l~J.,14teKlfi"6jZQ,l1 ~edistricting Plan 
NO~:rtmY ,~~ilOL. 'X on o:!/03/2022 

A I don't recall what information was 

4 transmitted with this prior to the vote. 

5 Q Okay. Now, do you know what portions of 

6 Juneau voted for the road and what portions of Juneau 

7 voted for enhanced ferry system? 

8 

9 

A 

Q 

No, I've not seen a breakdown. 

Well, you're looking at one. 

10 And would you agree, subject to check, we 

11 could go through the numbers one at a time, that 

12 that the people in Mendenhall Valley generally 

13 supported the road, and the people in downtown Juneau 

14 generally supported enhanced ferry service? And if 

15 you want we can --

16 A I -- I can accept your representation to 

17 that. I cannot see those numbers --

18 Q Okay. 

19 A -- clearly enough or tell what -- you know, 

20 what precincts those are. 

21 Q Okay. If we take a look at the top, then 

22 you see, like, upper Mendenhall is the third column 

23 over; right? Well, if you accept the representation, 

24 I won't go through and prove it, but you can see that 

25 upper Mendenhall, two upper Mendenhall 1, Lynn Canal, 
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1 lower Mendenhall 2, lower Mendenhall 1, those would 

Yeah, Lynn Canal and the valley. 3 

4 

A 

Q Yeah, and if you take a look at those, 

5 generally, in the bottom of the thing, even though the 

6 majority of the people in Juneau voted against the 

7 road, the people in those areas voted for the road, 

8 and so you see the third column over, 292, the road is 

9 the bottom option to 194, the next one over 535 to 

10 345. There was one that went the other way there, and 

11 then the next row over is 265, 164, next one over is 

12 443, 251. 

13 So, I mean, if you would just accept, 

14 subject to check, that the math works out, the valley 

15 voted for the road and downtown voted for marine 

16 transportation. 

17 

18 

A 

Q 

Yeah, that appears to be correct. 

Let's see. So perhaps purely by 

19 coincidence, the district that you drew for Skagway 

20 puts 1,000 people in the heart of the valley who --

21 who supports the road and opposes Skagway's position 

22 against the road; do you understand that? 

I heard what you said. 23 

24 

A 

Q Okay. So in terms of the importance of 

25 representation with similarly-minded people, perhaps 
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1 the greatest existential threat to Skagway's tourist 

2 ~~tt ;~~-ffl~1~~ to Skagway, and now Skagway is 

3 districted with the people that support the road, 

4 under your proposal; do you understand that? 

5 

6 

7 

A 

Q 

I heard what you said. 

Okay. I'd like to draw -- you're going to 

hear later from as a rebuttal case from Ms. Jan 

8 Wrentmore. Do you know who Jan Wrentmore is? 

9 

10 

11 

12 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

I have heard the name. I don't know her. 

In what context have you heard the name? 

In this litigation. 

Only? You haven't heard her name before 

13 this litigation? 

14 A I -- I think she's somebody that lives in 

15 Skagway and has some businesses there. I don't know 

16 anything about her. 

17 MR. BRENA: Okay. I'd like to -- I'd like to 

18 mark an article. Your Honor, this is an article or a 

19 letter to the editor, I believe it was in the 

20 Anchorage daily news 6/12/08, by Mr. Simpson's wife. 

21 BY MR. BRENA: 

22 Q So were you aware that your wife wrote an 

23 article, a letter to the editor, specifically critical 

24 of a compass piece by Jan Wrentmore from Skagway? 

25 A Yes, I see that. 
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2 Lynn Canal, as it approaches Haines, goes 

3 through a series of inlets, does it not? 

Yes, I understand, yep. 4 

5 

A 

Q There are four inlets in the northern end 

6 that it flows into that it terminates before it gets 

7 to Haines; correct? 

8 A That Lynn Canal terminates before it ends? 

9 I don't think so. 

10 Q Yeah. Okay. 

11 So are you aware of Shokat Inlet {phonetic), 

12 do you know where that begins and ends? 

I do. 13 

14 

15 

16 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

Okay. It's before Haines, isn't it? 

On the left side. On the west side. 

Okay. Well, anyway, let me go back to 

17 Ms. Hosford. So Ms. Hosford, the chairman of the 

18 republican party for District 3, you know, whose home 

19 you have stayed the only night in Skagway since the 

20 '80s, is the only person from Skagway that opposed 

21 pairing with downtown Juneau; is that correct? 

22 A I did not stay in Ms. Hosford's home. I 

23 stayed in a lodge that she operates. But it is 

24 correct that in this round of testimony she was the 

25 only person that came forward and justified 
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2 Q And she lives in the back of her lodge, 

3 doesn•t she, she lives on site? 

4 A She lives in a different building than what 

5 we stayed in. 

6 Q Of course, she has a central lodge building 

7 and then a bunch of cabins? 

Right. 8 

9 

A 

Q Right? But you stayed in a cabin, but when 

10 you went into have breakfast you went into the lodge 

11 and her primary residence is in the back of the lodge; 

12 right? 

13 A I am not -- I am not certain of that, but I 

14 did not stay in her home. I stayed in one of her 

15 cabins. 

You stayed in her lodge? 

Okay. 

16 

17 

18 

Q 

A 

Q If we can agree on that I can move on, how 

19 is that? 

20 THE COURT: Mr. Brena, I think I have your 

21 point, why don•t you move on. 

22 MR. BRENA: Yes, I am, Your Honor. 

23 BY MR. BRENA: 

24 Q Okay. Now, one of the things that 

25 Ms. Hosford said in the letter, if you recall, is that 
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~o~~J~~~~1tt t°Jt~~g~,6~Y you drew the map doesn' t do 

2 that; correct? 

3 A Well, it does not do it to the extent that 

4 looking for -- looking to achieve the right population 

5 for a district, starting from the south, required us 

6 to go part way into the valley to get the population. 

7 So 

8 

9 

10 

Q 

A 

Q 

So 

to that extent it does not. 

Reason you had to split the valley was 

11 because you took 1200 people from Skagway, roughly; 

12 right? 

Yes. 13 

14 

15 

16 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

And about 2,000 people from Haines; right? 

Yes. 

And about six or seven hundred people from 

17 Gustavus; right? 

18 A Yes. 

19 Q So let's just round that up to about 4,000 

20 people. You put 4,000 people with the valley, and 

21 took them out of downtown, and as a result of that you 

22 had to split the valley and take 4,000 people out of 

23 the bottom of the valley; right? That's the way the 

24 numbers worked; correct? 

25 A That's approximately right. 
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2 was because Skagway and Haines and Gustavus got 

3 assigned to District 3 in the valley instead of to 

4 District 4 downtown; correct? 

5 

6 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

Okay. If you would have assigned those 

7 people to downtown then you could have divided the 

8 valley in Juneau at Sunny Point or Fred Meyer, 

9 couldn't you have? 

A Possibly, yes. 10 

11 MR. BRENA: Your Honor, if I may have a 

12 moment, please? 

13 THE COURT: You may. 

14 BY MR. BRENA: 

15 Q Now, you considered either leaving Skagway 

16 and Haines and Gustavus with downtown or districting 

17 them with the valley, from your perspective both were 

18 highly defensible legally; correct? 

19 A Yes. I -- I said that during one of our 

20 meetings, when we were discussing the options for 

21 that. 

22 Q It is your opinion that if Skagway and 

23 Haines and Gustavus is aligned with downtown Juneau 

24 that that will be a district that meets the 

25 constitutional criteria for districting; correct? 
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1 those 20,000 people sitting there? 

No, I don't. 2 

3 

A 

Q 5,000 people, could you accept that subject 

4 to check? 

5 A Maybe. I would have guessed that there were 

6 more than that around Juneau, Douglas, and Treadwell, 

7 at the time, but definitely Skagway was like the gold 

8 rush boomtown, at that point. 

9 Q Okay. So the history, the history that 

10 we're talking about, the socioeconomic connectedness 

11 of these communities goes back into the 1800s, over 

12 100 years ago, between downtown Juneau and Skagway, 

13 doesn't it? 

The history does, yes. 14 

15 

A 

Q Well, and much of that history has been 

16 preserved, and it's the basis for why they're 

17 destinations for tourism; isn't that true? 

Definitely part of it, yes. 18 

19 

A 

Q All right. So we were chatting about the 

20 last substantive conversation between you and 

21 Ms. Borromeo. Now, I'd like to go to page 20, where 

22 she speaks again. On the bottom of the page, starting 

23 on line 20, she says: Yeah, I mean, you know, this is 

24 just a hard one for me, early on, because we had such 

25 good input from the folks in the region. And, you 
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1 In the Matter o{ the 2021 R~.slisJrJcling l;Jil_n t 1 8 _ _ that , 8 fai' r. 
-'-NON-JURY T~IAL, VOL. ~ 'bff, ¥2t'03/2~2!a 

2 A It's not drawn on the right place on the 

3 map, right? 

4 Q No, that's correct. They're all drawn in 

5 relation to each other so you can see them all 

6 together with House District 36. 

7 

8 

9 

A Well, yeah, and they're not anywhere near 

House District 36 

Q No 

A right? 

Q they're not. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

A All right. Well, okay, and so your question 

is what's the most compact? 

Yeah. 14 

15 

Q 

A Is that right? And alternative A and Bare, 

16 like, made-up ones that are, like, hypotheticals? 

Mr. Simpson, have you read our case? 

Yeah. 

17 

18 

19 

Q 

A 

Q Okay. Do you know what options that were 

20 offered for District 3? 

21 A No. I'm not -- no, I'm not relating to 

22 those. I -- sorry, I'm just not. 

23 Q Have you -- have you reviewed the part of 

24 our case where you suggested alternatives to the 

25 adopted map for District 3? 
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1 Jn the Maller qf the 2021 ijedJl;1rllt,lipg_ Plw,_ I h 
~ON-JURYT~AL, VOL.~ol'T8'2J03~0~Y ave, no. 

2 Q Okay. So you haven•t even taken the time to 

3 look at what the options are that we•re suggesting 

4 that the board consider? 

5 

6 

A 

Q 

No. 

Okay. Now, you interviewed and returned --

7 and retained counsel. You were one of the attorneys 

8 that did that; is that correct? 

9 A That•s correct, Ms. Borromeo and I were 

10 appointed as a subcommittee to evaluate the various 

11 Q Mr. Simpson, that was just a yes or no 

12 question, honestly. 

Yes. 13 

14 

A 

Q At 1:00, I don•t mean to be rude, it•s very 

15 unlike me to cut off a witness, but the rules of the 

16 road in this one are that -- that you can do it to 

17 preserve your clock if the witness goes beyond the 

18 scope of the answer. 

19 So 

Yes, I was involved in that. 20 

21 

A 

Q Okay. And and again, I apologize, it•s 

22 not my way to interrupt a witness, so I apologize for 

23 having to do it at all. 

24 So you understand that -- that we learned 

25 during the course of this that -- that the board 1 s 
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1 to reach out to us in Skagway to see where we're at, 

2 ~'"-~~~~tff. ~ed in where we' re at, and that 

3 relationship is really good and I believe that is good 

4 because we have a lot of opportunity to interact on 

5 common themes. 

6 The response to COVID is a good example, and 

7 getting funding back or getting replacement of lost 

8 revenue for the COVID, there was a joint effort by 

9 individuals and our legislators to get that and make 

10 that happen. 

11 And my concern is, we will end up in a 

12 district where we don't share interest and our voice 

13 won't be represented. We'll be outnumbered to such a 

14 degree that we won't, as a community, get our 

15 representation heard because the legislators may have 

16 another direction. 

17 I understand that could go our way, but the 

18 concern is when it becomes important they're going to 

19 have to listen to somebody and we're going to be a 

20 small portion of that, not necessarily share an 

21 economic direction. 

22 Q Well, and there are circumstances that can 

23 develop, are there not, such as the road where not 

24 only not being heard but you're being actively worked 

25 against by the representative in your own district; is 
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1 that a possibility, as well? 

2 lntheMall(!rofthe 20~itlg,pf3<> We heard a lot about the road 
NON-JUFN TRIAL, VCL.!C"on rrtfO'J/'t0'2! ' 

3 today, and the road is always a fear for us, and 

4 

5 

it's 

west 

that was to benefit the -- the community, the 

the northwest side of the valley there, you 

6 saw that road, it goes out to -- it was referred to as 

7 Yankee Cove, it would be a boon for that area if that 

8 road went all the way out to Skagway, and if that 

9 representation was hearing that we could be harmed. 

10 All the sudden we could have we could become a 

11 truck stop on the way to the Yukon or the way to 

12 Juneau. They wouldn't necessarily need to ship goods 

13 to us, anymore. We might not have an annual report, 

14 which is fantastically important to the Yukon right 

15 now, in fact, my four directors in Vancouver right now 

16 discussing that, and discussing how to -- to grow that 

17 economy for Skagway. So we could -- you know, there's 

18 the historic district area, too, but I'll let others 

19 talk to that, that have more information. 

20 Q In a normal port you're talking about 

21 freight and into the Yukon you're not talking about 

22 cruise ships when you say that; right? 

23 A I am -- I'm not. There's been a lot of talk 

24 about cruise ships, but I'm talking about freight, and 

25 I've spent a couple of meetings up in the Yukon, 
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1 recently, and I just mention my core director is down 

2 ~~J~~Ji~e~~'1r; that conversation, and freight is 

3 very important to them. 

4 They have a nwnber of mines that I believe 

5 are coming online in the Yukon, and B.C., for that 

6 matter, and one of the big conversations is how are we 

7 going to accommodate the large mining equipment that 

8 they want to bring up there and we actually have KTFF 

9 engineers on design right now, under contract, to help 

10 us design a new transfer bid and roll on-roll off 

11 slope to get the freight onto the -- the industrial 

12 port in Skagway so that we can service the Yukon. 

13 It also brings jobs, those Alaska marine 

14 line jobs in Skagway are good jobs, year-round jobs, 

15 good paying jobs. And so all of the sudden we weren't 

16 a critical port for that, those jobs could just go 

17 away. 

18 Q So do any of those types of concerns or jobs 

19 have anything to do with the part of the -- of the 

20 valley that you've been districted with? 

21 

22 it 

A Not -- not that I'm aware of, no. I mean, 

I can see those jobs going to that part of the 

23 valley, if we weren't critical. 

24 Q Okay. Now, do you believe that Skagway and 

25 Haines and Gustavus are socioeconomically -- are 
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1 So, yeah, I mean, my focus is always down 

2 ~i~m,-~,~~gl~~~developing tariff systems for our 

3 industrial ports or our cruise ship ports, for that 

4 matter, or getting all of our -- we usually try to 

5 emulate a lot of the tax structure and their code, 

6 because they have more resources than us. My 

7 permitting of outreach is there all the time, because 

8 we have one permitting officials doing building 

9 inspections. 

10 So as soon as he has a question I have them 

11 reach out or him reach out to Juneau and get advice 

12 from their specified services. And they're very 

13 forthcoming. They have engineers on staff. They 

14 have, you know, planners on staff. So we reach out 

15 all the time. 

16 Q Is -- are you asking the Court to -- to --

17 to district you with downtown Juneau? 

18 A Absolutely. I do want to be districted with 

19 downtown Juneau. I want to continue that relationship 

20 and I want to be able to have a voice for that. 

21 Q Now, if this court were to reach that 

22 conclusion, would that hurt anybody whose testimony 

23 you've heard about what they want from redistricting? 

24 A I -- I don't even know how it appears that 

25 all the testimony I've seen wanted to stick with 
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1 the -- the original districting. And so I don't 

2 ~~-~l~~~~~; s going to hurt anybody. I don I t 

3 know anybody or haven't seen any testimony that says 

4 they want to keep the districts as proposed and relate 

5 to change. 

6 Q Would it be better for the 4,000 plus 

7 residents of the valley that are currently districted 

8 with downtown if they were to be districted with the 

9 valley, with their neighbors in the valley, would that 

10 be better for them? 

11 A It -- in my opinion, and none -- if I lived 

12 out there, I would certainly think so, I feel like 

13 those 4,000 residents serving in a district with 

14 downtown aren't necessarily going to be heard. And 

15 there's talk earlier about a road and, you know, your 

16 neighbor being in another district, I would certainly 

17 want to be in the same district as my neighbors, if I 

18 could. I understand if there wasn't a possibility of 

19 that, but it appears that there's -- it's clearly 

20 possible, so absolutely. 

21 Q Right. And it would be better for the --

22 for the valley, in your point of view, is what you're 

23 saying; correct? 

Yes, correct. 24 

25 

A 

Q Do you think it would be better for downtown 
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1 if Skagway and Haines, Gustavus were -- were 

2 ~\tm ~~t_~~~~town, would they gain from the 

3 cooperation and coordination with the Skagway port and 

4 municipality? 

A I certainly believe so. We get a lot of 5 

6 outreach from downtown. We get we have a lot of 

7 interaction, and it's positive, and so I have to 

8 believe that that interaction speaks to the fact that 

9 it's good for them and it's good downtown Juneau, good 

10 for the rest of the community. 

11 Q Would it be better for Skagway, Haines, and 

12 Gustavus? 

13 A Oh, for sure, they want to post highly with 

14 downtown, and I can speak specifically working from 

15 Haines that we always wanted a downtown tie, that•s 

16 where we went, and it was good to have that, and I 

17 always lobbied for that as a representative of the 

18 Haines government, as well. 

19 Q In your judgment, does anybody lose if 

20 Skagway gets what it wants or does everybody win if 

21 Skagway gets what it wants? 

22 A In my judgment, I think everybody wins and 

23 nobody loses, necessarily. 

24 MR. BRENA: Okay. Thank you. Nothing 

25 further. 
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2 Q Do you believe that -- that Skagway and 

3 Haines and Gustavus are socioeconomically 

4 integrated -- highly socioeconomically integrated with 

5 downtown Juneau? 

6 A Well, absolutely, and particularly from a 

7 business point of view. I've been in business up 

8 there for 42 years, 43 years now. I work with tour 

9 partners in Juneau. All my professional support, my 

10 accountants and my lawyer, they're all there. I meet 

11 with the cruise company representatives there with 

12 regard to my tours. 

13 We you know what, Juneau, downtown Juneau 

14 experiences the same impact from the cruise ships that 

15 we do, and -- and it's from -- and it's significant 

16 impact. And there's also significant pressure on 

17 small business people and operators from the cruise 

18 lines. I love my industry, wouldn't want to bite the 

19 hand that feeds me, but they are not easy to deal 

20 with, and I feel it's really important for downtown 

21 Juneau and Skagway to maintain a tight relationship. 

22 And I can give you an example, when Princess 

23 sued Juneau I was one of the people who over --

24 because Princess was trying to tell Juneau -- wanted 

25 to tell Juneau how to -- what they could and couldn't 
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~c5~:.m~i~t.~ileJm12~ on, and the next step would have 

2 been to try to eliminate the head tax, that's getting 

3 ahead of it, but I was one of the people in Skagway 

4 who testified to the assembly that it's really 

5 important that we support Juneau in this lawsuit. 

6 And the way I used it was, I said: There is 

7 a big dog hunting in the neighborhood and the 

B neighbors have to stick together. So they did pledge 

9 $100,000, and I did get called on the carpet from the 

10 cruise -- cruise line, the -- John Evalda (phonetic), 

11 the head of Princess cruises from Skagway called me 

12 into his office, asked me why I had said what I said 

13 at the assembly meeting, why I supported it? And, I 

14 said, because you shouldn't be suing small towns that 

15 you do business in. 

16 So big global corporations dealing with 

17 small towns, dealing with small operators, like 

18 myself, it's a struggle. 

19 And I guess what my point is, the people who 

20 live in that valley district that I drove through, I 

21 mean, it•s a big residential suburb, that's where the 

22 block of the voters are, and they do not get the 

23 impact. They don't have people wandering on the 

24 street, they don't have -- they don't have to provide 

25 public footings, they don't have to figure out how to 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

tie up the ships. 

lnthe Matterofthe 20lt1~trili!IJ:lftPl~ee a bus go by, because that's 
NON.JURY TRIAL, VOl~,t'of, Q2}tl3~022" 

part of our strategy that we worked out with our 

partners to bundle people, there is room in our small 

town, downtown district, where there's limited space 

and narrow streets, we bundle them into tours, we take 

them directly to a destination, whether they go to 

Mendenhall busher or they go up to the border of the 

Yukon, but that impact is not felt. 

And I fear that if we're put into a district 

where our voice is muffled, where our votes are 

muffled, votes are kind of buried under this -- the 

weight of the suburban voters. 

I've been a lobbyist, for a short time I was 

a lobbyist for Skagway, I was told on an issue, it 

actually happened to be the road, I went to lobby an 

17 Anchorage representative about the road. He agreed 

18 with me, totally, that it was a wasteful project, the 

19 money was going to be totally wasted, it was not 

20 needed, it was a bad project all the way around. 

21 But he said to me, I will not step across 

22 the boundaries into your district. Your 

23 representative has to do this. Your represent -- I 

24 can't -- I don't -- on capital projects I would not 

25 want that person stepping into my district and trying 

PACIFIC RIM REPORTING 
907-272-4383 

Page 1898 



EXC.SGY-000202

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. X on 02/03/2022 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

to veto some project that I wanted and I will not step 

~ c proJect. 'i~~ f ~~1~· ti~ ' N - TRI , L. on 2/0 

So there is kind of a professional courtesy 

in the legislature, as hard as that is to believe, 

but 

6 Q I want to be sure that I understand that 

7 point. So you went to an out-of-district legislator 

8 trying to get their support for a position, and they 

9 said they completely agreed with you, but they 

10 wouldn't take that position without the representative 

11 in your district supporting it; correct? 

12 

13 

A 

Q 

That's correct. 

And is that your understanding how the 

14 legislature works, that legislators don't go into 

15 other people's districts and help out without the 

16 without the legislator who -- who is responsible for 

17 that district signing off? 

18 A That is my understanding, particularly with 

19 regard to capital projects. 

20 Q So if there were to be a representative by 

21 the suburban voters and upper Mendenhall Valley, that, 

22 for example, was -- was -- was -- was first of all 

23 pro-road, then would you expect that Skagway would 

24 have any voice at all? 

25 A No, I don't think we would. I don't think 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

we would. 

In the Ma~r of the 20l11Rfl1U>triclin~ if - - if you took one Of your 
NON-JUR'I' TRIAL, VOl:X-ofi 02/03Tt!J~!t 

concerns with regard to how to more tightly integrate 

with the city of Juneau, to optimize small business 

between Juneau and Skagway, would you have to have the 

support of -- of the representative from your district 

in order to be effective in that, do you believe? 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

Okay. Now -- now, we've talked about the 

10 road a little bit, and you talked about the road a 

11 little bit, in your view, does the road -- does the 

12 is the road issue alive and well with regard to this 

13 redistricting process? 

14 A I'm concerned that we're being thrown in 

15 with a part of Juneau that supports the road. So it's 

16 a very close vote back in the day, it's probably a 

17 close vote today. I don't think the people who 

18 support the road understand the magnitude of the 

19 economic consequences that road is going to have for 

20 Skagway. And they may not understand and they may not 

21 care. And that's my concern about the voters in the 

22 valley, do they understand and do they care. And 

23 would their elected representative want to hear our 

24 voice if we were in a minority position on that. 

25 Q Well, it may be, may it not, that the road 
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2 Skagway; is that a possible outcome? 

3 A That•s -- that's absolutely possible. And 

4 it could devastate Skagway without any benefit at all 

5 with the valley, except they get to go on drives, you 

6 know, once a month in the summer. 

7 Q Now, we had taken a look at the city 

8 resolutions, and you're familiar with the background, 

9 do you -- do you agree that there is -- there is a 

10 substantial risk that the road done wrong could impact 

11 the cruising schedules and traffic patterns in a way 

12 that may exclude Skagway? 

13 A Absolutely. I believe that that•s one of 

14 the reasons that Sitka is not enjoying the kind of 

15 cruise traffic that it looked like they were going to, 

16 for awhile. And then Icy Strait opened up, and it 

17 became a destination for the cruise ships, and they 

18 had to draw their ships out of some port, they pulled 

19 out of Sitka. 

20 Q So there's -- the cruise industry is always 

21 looking for alignments with which to optimize their 

22 business; right? 

23 A Absolutely. They're huge global companies, 

24 and they answer to their shareholders, and we all make 

25 nice at the AGIA convention, the tourism conventions, 
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~6~~ffl~Yt/A1tti~l~g~~ly, but we understand that it's 

2 all about the money for them. 

3 Q And do you believe that there is a history 

4 between -- that illustrates the degree of 

5 socioeconomic integration that exists between Skagway 

6 and downtown Juneau? 

7 

8 

A 

Q 

Yes, I do. 

Would you talk a little bit about the rich 

9 history that exists? 

10 A So we -- we shared the gold rush, they came 

11 to Juneau and then they got their supplies and they 

12 headed up that longest steeping fjord, and they landed 

13 in Skagway and went across the Chilkoot Trail. So 

14 

15 

our 

Q 

we share that common history. 

Okay. Do you think that -- that the 

16 socioeconomic integration of Skagway and Haines and 

17 Gustavus is -- do you think that it's optimized with 

18 downtown Juneau, going forward? 

19 A It would -- I'm sorry, do I think itwould be 

20 optimized if we were joined with downtown -- yes, 

21 absolutely. 

Okay. 

No question. 

22 

23 

24 

Q 

A 

Q You mentioned in one of your answers the 

25 importance of having alliances in order to negotiate 
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1 (n the .(0§!J~[.of ,tl1~2.0.21 Redistricting Plan 
""NON-ID!W lfRW\~~!:i. ~ on 02/03/2022 

2 Q Now, you were asked about the distance, 

3 which one is closer. Do you believe that -- that 

4 satisfying the constitutional requirements for 

5 districting is a matter of line drawing to the closest 

6 point? 

7 A I do not. It should be fair and equal or 

8 fair and effective representation. And we don't go 

9 into that part of the -- of the valley. We go 

10 downtown. There's no place to sleep out there. 

11 There's so many fun restaurants and bars and 

12 entertainment centers downtown, in addition to all the 

13 professional connections. 

14 It just makes no sense that they would put 

15 us out in that strange suburb that we're being --

16 that's being carved out. 

17 Q Do you have any idea of who would win by 

18 this mismatching of -- by Skagway and Haines and --

19 well, let me ask it this way: Would the people in the 

20 valley who are being displaced from their neighbors, 

21 and forced in a district with downtown, do those 

22 people benefit from this plan? 

I cannot see how they benefit. 23 

24 

A 

Q So the residents of Skagway and Haines and 

25 Gustavus, that are forced into a district with which 
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2 do they win, somehow? 

3 

4 

A 

Q 

I -- no. They do not win, for sure. 

Okay. So if -- if the Court were to 

5 consider -- ask the board to consider including 

6 continuing to include Skagway and Haines and Gustavus 

7 with downtown Juneau, do you see a downside to that? 

8 A I see no downside to that. That is what has 

9 worked for 10 years. It's not broken. We don't have 

10 to -- you know, there's no reason to fix it. It 

11 worked. It worked very well. And I don't know why 

12 I don't know -- I can't speculate at what the motives 

13 were for the board to do what they did. 

14 Q Are you aware of any single person that 

15 testified that supported the precise line to split the 

16 valley in half in order -- in order to take Skagway 

17 and Haines and Gustavus away from downtown? 

18 A No, I saw no testimony that said they wanted 

19 to divide the valley in half. 

20 MR. BRENA: Okay. I have nothing further, 

21 Your Honor. 

22 May we go off the record and switch people, 

23 please? 

24 THE COURT: We short answer is, no, we've 

25 got an issue that I need to take up. So 
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EXC.SGY-000210

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. XI on 02/04/2022 

1 And so what we -- what we see here is a real 

2 interesting pattern within Juneau, the borough. And 

3 what you see if you zoom down in -- and you can zoom 

4 down in, in the bottom of the map, too -- this shows 

5 a classic case on redistricting where you've got a 

6 pool of -- of voters, in essence. This is the Valley 

7 down here, 430 and the 395, those precincts are the 

8 Valley, and 435 and 425 are part of it. That's all 

9 where the Valley voters are. 

10 And what you have is a classic case of 

11 taking those voters and dividing them between two 

12 districts, District 3 and District 4, so that in 

13 traditional political science standpoint, you know 

14 that suburban voters tend to vote more than rural 

15 voters, and so with a higher potential of votes 

16 coming out of the Valley, you can take two pieces of 

17 the Valley and basically control both of these seats 

18 by using this technique. 

19 Q Okay. So does this suggest -- what does 

20 what does this suggest to you with regard to how 

21 Skagway and Haines and Gustavus should be districted 

22 with Juneau? 

23 

24 

A Well, it suggests certainly from the 

standpoint of of this particular controversy 

25 and the thing to keep in mind is that this vote 
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. XI on 02/04/2022 

1 yes, it was 20 years ago, but it was very, very 

2 close. Out of 10,000 votes, it was only SO-vote 

3 difference between the roads and the ferry. 

4 And so what is important is to understand 

5 the dimensions of these results and how they can be 

6 looked at from the standpoint of drawing districts, 

7 which is what we do all the time, looking at 

8 combining election data and census data, all that 

9 sort of thing. 

10 And you can see this pattern of how they did 

11 it and how they ended up drawing that boundary to 

12 basically take this core of people that are in favor 

13 of the road and spreading them into two districts, 

14 given the closeness of the vote, in hopes of then 

15 being able to control both districts. 

16 Q Okay. Now, back to Mr. Simpson's map. Are 

17 there better ways to draw a map than Mr. Simpson did? 

18 A Yes. And I've drawn a couple of 

19 alternatives on that side. And I have a map here 

20 that -- if we can put it up on the screen, I can 

21 describe it. 

22 Q Let me ask you, are there ways to build a 

23 map that would be -- that would have a more 

24 consistent application of socioeconomic integration? 

25 A Yes, certainly there is. 
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. XI on 02/04/2022 

1 lot different, which is what I drew in that other 

2 ~~,~~~~-~~=i,tJ~~rought forward last week in the 

3 Valdez case. So there's another significant way of 

4 drawing that to reflect better the communities, as 

5 well as compactness in the population. 

6 Q I'd like to go to Exhibit 2023, which is the 

7 Mendenhall Glacier with the white line and the orange 

8 line and chat about that for a minute. 

9 

10 

A 

Q 

Sure. 

So this -- this represents your two 

11 alternatives. 

12 A Yes, it does. What it shows, if we zoom 

13 back out a little bit first of all, it shows the 

14 overall Mendenhall Valley. All of the housing 

15 development there you can clearly see in the image 

16 that we're laying the map on top of, and that whole 

17 valley, basically, if you look at the census blocks 

18 in those areas that comes up with about 14,000 people 

19 in Mendenhall Valley. That's almost a whole 

20 district, certainly, of 18,000. So you've got a very 

21 significant chunk there. 

22 So what the board ended up doing is 

23 basically dividing Mendenhall Valley, and as we 

24 testified already, you know, Simpson ended up coming 

25 up and drawing up to some point where he thought the 
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. XI on 02/04/2022 

1 population gave him what he wanted, taking into 

2 ~~Jt~~~tffl~t~~~~ not having Skagway, Haines, and 

3 Gus Point in that district. 

4 So as a result, you have 10,301 people in 

5 the northern part, and that is then splitting off 

6 4,256 people in the southern part of Mendenhall 

7 Valley. 

8 I think there's a better way of doing that, 

9 and that's what the orange line is and reflects what 

10 I was hearing in terms of testimony. Clearly, if we 

11 take all of those 4,000 people and add them to 

12 District 3, that frees up Skagway and Haines and Gus 

13 Point to go with downtown Juneau. 

14 The line would then correspond with a 

15 neighborhood, which is what I see in terms of the 

16 court cases is something we need to take into 

17 account, and it would put Mendenhall Valley back 

18 together. And so that's the way that I've drawn the 

19 alternative, and this alternative is there for both 

20 plan A and Bin the Skagway alternatives. 

21 So here in the Mendenhall Valley, it's not 

22 different between my two alternatives. It's showing 

23 the same thing in both alternatives of how to deal 

24 with Mendenhall Valley. 

25 Q If I understand you correctly, the orange 
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EXC.SGY-000214

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. XI on 02/04/2022 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

line represents the line you would draw regardless of 

lr\!lllt ~ ro1,111~-Rl3'li&lti~ag PJ;:1111 terms of on this side of the 
NO~:rt.JRVTm,q:-vor.:-xron TJtt~l2Cl'27 

map? 

A 

Q 

That's correct. 

So both -- both of your alternatives keep 

6 the Mendenhall Valley whole? 

7 

8 

9 

A 

Q 

A 

That's correct, yep. 

Okay. 

Which is what I was hearing in terms of 

10 testimony that people were asking for. 

11 Q Now, does this map maximize socioeconomic 

12 integration to the degree practicable, both of your 

13 alternatives? 

14 A I certainly believe so, in looking at the 

15 testimony and looking at what people are defining 

16 that as being, yes, I think it does to a much better 

17 degree. 

18 Q Okay. I'd like to go to your alternative A. 

19 You•ve done -- you've -- you've done a full 40 map 

20 and verification run with regard to your alternative 

21 A, correct? 

22 A That's correct. So that we have comparable 

23 map sets, as well as data sets. This is what we 

24 normally do in terms of looking at the districts. 

25 So here is -- I think this is alternative A, 
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EXC.SGY-000215

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. XI on 02/04/2022 

1 

2 

Q 

A 

Mr. Brace, we have to speed this up, please. 

I'm sorry. Then Skagway is 9 -- or is 6.8 

3 a~~~~1Ji'A~~£.~f'!~~~~ken] is 4 .1 percent of the 

4 district. 

5 Q Did you do a similar validation report with 

6 regard to your alternative B? 

7 

8 

9 

A 

Q 

Yes. Both of those --

That is Skagway 2021. And if we were to go 

through that map if we were to go through that 

10 validation run with the identical pages, it would 

11 illustrate the identical things but for that second 

12 alternative, correct? 

13 

14 

A 

Q 

That's correct. That's correct. 

Okay. And that alternative runs along the 

15 coast and includes the Kensington mine; is that 

16 correct? 

17 A Yes, it does. It goes all the way up there 

18 to pick up the mine, goes up to the top of the Juneau 

19 Borough. 

20 

21 you 

Q Okay. All right. Now, I'm going to draw 

your attention to the doughnut hole, as -- not 

22 in the validation run. So would you -- this is in 

23 your case. Would you explain what we're looking at, 

24 please? 

25 A Yes. This is a depiction of this District 3 
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EXC.SGY-000216

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. XI on 02/04/2022 

1 and District 4 as it reports for the entire area. So 

2 you can see the placement of District 3. And the 

3 b™rrJiimttfl.~U~,J;J~e board had created. So you can 

4 see that I followed as much as possible, certainly 

5 through the glacier and all of that, the same line 

6 that the board used in creating that. 

7 The only significant difference is how I 

8 treated the Mendenhall Valley, and that's where you 

9 see the orange versus the blue, down in that little 

10 spot at the bottom of District 3. 

11 Q Now, with regard to this, I mean, clearly 

12 your doughnut hole is quite a bit smaller and more 

13 compact than -- than their District 3, right? 

Yes, absolutely. 

Okay. 

14 

15 

16 

A 

Q 

A Their District 3, you can see basically is 

17 all of that district up to the north. The blue 

18 number 3 shows their number in their plan, while the 

19 boxed numbers shows what our plan has for that -- for 

20 the district area. 

21 Q So you have -- just in this one alternative 

22 A, does this keep the Valley whole? 

23 A It does keep the Valley whole. So if you 

24 zoom down in, you can see. And this is another 

25 graphic that we've done in order to show this. It 
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EXC.SGY-000217

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. XI on 02/04/2022 

1 shows how the Mendenhall Valley in our map is 

2 following the -- the boundary -- the orange boundary 

3 t:tmrt\~--~&_~~~i;~ization of District 3, while the 

4 board's plan has that blue boundary. 

5 Q Does this keep Skagway and Haines and 

6 Gustavus socioeconomically integrated with downtown 

7 to the maximum degree practicable? 

8 

9 

A 

Q 

In my plan, yes, it does. 

So in your judgment, it's more compact and 

10 it's more socioeconomically integrated as a viable 

11 alternative for the board to consider? 

12 A Oh, absolutely. I think this is a much 

13 better way of looking at this configuration in this 

14 area. And it reflects what people wanted. 

15 Q And so I just wanted to take a quick look at 

16 your map with regard to the more elongated district, 

17 which is your second alternative. 

18 

19 

A 

Q 

20 correct? 

21 

22 

A 

Q 

Yep. 

So that -- this map keeps the borough whole, 

That's correct. You see the district -

It keeps -- keeps Skagway and stops at the 

23 borough boundary? 

Yes, it does. 24 

25 

A 

Q Goes up the coast, includes the Kensington 
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EXC.SGY-000218

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan 
NON-JURY TRIAL, VOL. XI on 02/04/2022 

1 mine? 

A Yes, it does, for that District 3. 2 

3 lntheM alleroftha~,-111 Retilslri~ R anin your J'udgment, is 
NON-3tJRY TR1Al7VC)t. XI on 0:!10~~22 

does it 

4 keep Skagway, Haines, and Gustavus socioeconomically 

5 integrated to the maximum degree possible because 

6 they continue to be paired with downtown Juneau? 

7 A Absolutely. That's the way I drew that 

8 configuration. 

9 Q And there was some question about 

10 contiguity. There is both a major land bridge and 

11 water bridge off of both of the alternatives that 

12 you're offering for the board's consideration, 

13 correct? 

14 A Yes, that's true. You can see in the census 

15 data that you have the capability of a land bridge 

16 coming along the Canadian border. You also have the 

17 water bridge coming through the bay area. 

18 Q You understand that the or do you 

19 understand that the way that the board operated with 

20 regard to these maps was to defer to Mr. Simpson? 

21 A That's what I understood, and that's 

22 certainly what I was seeing in the testimony that was 

23 done in the meetings they had. 

24 Q Okay. So do you understand like, if you 

25 were trying to get it right for Alaska, do you -- do 
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·1· ·you have any way to thinking that you wouldn't even

·2· ·look at what the alternatives were of what the

·3· ·communities were putting forward?· Do you understand

·4· ·that -- I mean, if your goal is to get it right for

·5· ·Alaska, then wouldn't you want to consider each of

·6· ·the viable alternatives being presented?

·7· · · ·A· · I certainly would as a redistrictor.· It's

·8· ·something that I'm always looking at, and you can

·9· ·tell by looking at and listening to the people and

10· ·their preferences that clearly I don't believe was

11· ·the case in terms of Mr. Simpson, his mindset was set

12· ·early on, and whatever the testimony was, he was

13· ·basically ignoring it, I think, in terms of looking

14· ·at how to control both of those districts, District 3

15· ·and District 4 certainly in the voting patterns that

16· ·we're seeing.

17· · · ·Q· · Did you find it -- did you find it unusual

18· ·that Member Simpson wouldn't even consider or hadn't

19· ·even reviewed the viable maps prepared by an expert

20· ·with almost -- almost 50 years of experience in

21· ·redistricting?

22· · · ·A· · I was a little bit surprised.· I thought

23· ·that Mr. Simpson would have taken a look in looking

24· ·at all the different alternatives, but I don't see

25· ·that at all.· And he testified about that yesterday.
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·1· · · ·Q· · Since they haven't even looked at these

·2· ·alternatives yet, much less considered them, do you

·3· ·think that it would be appropriate for this Court to

·4· ·remand this back to the commission and ask them to

·5· ·take a look at these alternatives?

·6· · · ·A· · Certainly, I think that would be one of the

·7· ·ways the Court could -- could show what needs to be

·8· ·done.

·9· · · ·Q· · And if they were to adopt one of these, do

10· ·you believe that they better meet all of the

11· ·constitutional criteria that you are aware of that

12· ·applies to Alaska?

13· · · ·A· · Absolutely, it meets all three of those,

14· ·compactness, contiguity, as well as reflecting

15· ·socioeconomic integration.

16· · · · · · MR. BRENA:· Nothing further, Your Honor.

17· · · · · · THE COURT:· Thank you, Mr. Brena.

18· · · · · · Before I get to you, Mr. Singer, let me

19· ·double-check, any other counsel have cross for

20· ·Mr. Brace this morning?

21· · · · · · MR. SCHECHTER:· Nothing from Calista, Your

22· ·Honor.

23· · · · · · MS. DANNER:· Nothing from East Anchorage.

24· · · · · · MS. STONE:· Nothing from Mat-Su, Your Honor.

25· · · · · · MR. AMDUR-CLARK:· Nothing from intervenors,
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Robin 0. Brena, Esq. 
Jake W. Staser, Esq. 
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Jack S. Wakeland, Esq. 
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Attorneys for Municipality of Skagway and Brad Ryan 

PLAINTIFF 
EX. SGY-2000 

ADMITTED 0 
3AN-21-08869CI 
{Case Number) 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA 

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT ANCHORAGE 

In the Matter of the 

2021 Redistricting Plan. 

) 
) 
) Case No. 3AN-21-08869 CI 

( Consolidated) 
Case No. lW-21-00944 CI 

AFFIDAVIT OF BRAD RYAN 

STATE OF ALASKA ) 
) ss. 

THIRD WDICIAL DISTRICT ) 

Brad Ryan, being first duly sworn, deposes and states: 

1. I am the Borough Manager for the Municipality of Skagway Borough 

("Skagway"). 

2. At the time the Complaint in the above-referenced case was filed and at all 

times to date, I have been a qualified, registered voter in the State of Alaska. I currently 

am a qualified, registered voter in the State of Alaska. 

AFFIDAVIT OF BRAD RY AN 
ITMO Redistricting Challenges, Case No. 3AN-21-08869 CI (Consolidated) 
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EXC.SGY-000222

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

3. I have personal knowledge of and am competent to testify to the following 

facts. 

4. I have lived and worked in Southeast Alaska, particularly Haines and 

Skagway, since 2009. My resume is attached. 1 

5. I have served as Skagway's Borough Manager since September 2019. 

6. My life and work experience have provided me with first-hand knowledge 

regarding the socioeconomic ties between Skagway and downtown Juneau, and conversely 

the lack of such ties between Skagway and the Mendenhall Valley. Any fair representation 

of Skagway must reflect these realities. 

I. FAIR REPRESENTATION 

7. The redistricting process must provide Alaskans with "'fair and effective 

representation'-the right to group effectiveness or an equally powerful vote." 2 The 

Board's final map places Skagway in a district that undermines the effectiveness and voting 

power of our people. 

8. The population of District 3 is dominated by the Mendenhall Valley, which 

can easily override Skagway in terms of voting numbers, and which lacks the many of the 

socioeconomic commonalities that have and will continue to make Skagway so compatible 

with downtown Juneau. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 } 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 Exhibit A, Ryan Resume. 

Phone: (907) 2511-2000 

Facsimile: <
907

>
258

-
2001 2 Hickel v. S.E. Conj, 846 P.2d 38, 47 (Alaska 1992), as modified on reh 'g (Mar. 12, 1993) 

(quoting Kenai Peninsula Borough v. State, 743 P.2d 1352, 1363 (Alaska 1987)). 
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BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 
An<hora&e, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 25S-2000 

9. The Alaska Redistricting Board ("Board") has imposed inadequate 

representation and disenfranchisement upon Skagway with the drawing of District 3. 

Skagway's political and economic future depends upon representation that understands and 

is aligned with the nature and challenges of our economy, which is entirely centered on the 

cruise ships that visit both Skagway and downtown Juneau. 

10. Downtown Juneau shares Skagway's economic interests and challenges, and 

being together in House District 33 has served both communities well. Breaking that 

established connection and grouping Skagway with a different part of Juneau that lacks the 

same cruise ship focus has no basis in the socioeconomic reality of the area. 

11. In fact, other areas of Juneau may have socioeconomic interests that are not 

only different than Skagway's interests, but possibly opposed to Skagway's interests. A 

recent effort to impose limits of cruise ship presence in Juneau also had significant 

implications for Skagway's economy and raises the risk of Skagway being grouped with 

other communities who actually oppose the tourism Skagway depends upon. 3 

12. There was no need to substantially change the structure of House Districts 

33 and 34, and most of the public testimony was in favor of the status quo. The Board had 

no reason to risk Skagway's fair representation with this new District 3. 

Fa<Simile: (907) 258-2001 3 
Exhibit B, "Cruise control on the ballot?", Juneau Empire (Apr. 30, 2021), available at 

https://www.juneauempi·re.com/news/cruise-control-on-the-ballot/. 
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BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorae,e, Alaska 99501 

II. SOCIOECONOMIC INTEGRATION 

13. In Alaska's Constitutional Convention, the delegates described "an 

integrated socio-economic unit" as "a group of people living within a geographic unit, 

socio-economic, following if possible, similar economic pursuits. "4 

14. The courts have listed socioeconomic characteristics as factors, including 

common major economic activity, geographical similarities, common interest in land 

management, transportation ties, and historical links. 5 

15. Before the Mendenhall Valley developed into its current size, the 

socioeconomic connections between Skagway and downtown Juneau were recognized in 

the 1974 case Groh v. Egan: 

There are close transportation ties between Juneau, Haines and Skagway by 
daily scheduled air flights and frequent ferry service; a Juneau-Haines 
highway connection has been planned. The district is quite distinct from the 
rest of the Southeast region by virtue of the nature of its development and the 
fact that it is almost entirely composed of portions of the mainland, rather 
than the islands of the archipelago; historically the three communities have 
always been closely linked, with Juneau serving as an economic hub for 
Haines and Skagway. 

16. Since that time, the connection between downtown Juneau and Skagway has 

increased as Skagway's economy has become more and more dependent on the cruise ships 

it shares with downtown Juneau. 

Phone: (907) 2511-2000 4 
Facsimile: (907)258-2001 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 46 (quoting 3 PACC 1873 (Jan. 12, 1956)). 

5 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 46 (quoting 3 PACC 1836 (Jan. 11, 1956)). 
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A. Common Major Economic Activity. 

17. In 1983, Skagway's arrivals included 40,066 via cruise ship; 25,288 via 

ferry; and 72,384 via highway; by 2019, these numbers had shifted to 983,917 via cruise 

ship; 9,640 via ferry; and 113,253 via highway. 6 

18. Downtown Juneau and especially Skagway depend upon the cruise ship 

industry and were harmed by the recent pandemic-caused shutdown of cruises. As shown 

in the State of Alaska report issued in April 2021 entitled "Impacts to Alaska from 

2020/2021 Cruise Ship Season Cancellation,"7 Juneau lost $33,706,844 for a single year 

under a no-sail order, while Skagway lost $13,233,250, an amount exceeding 100 percent 

of Skagway's annual operating budget. These impacts demonstrate the common 

socioeconomic interests of Skagway and downtown Juneau. 

19. Further demonstrating the importance of the cruise industry in Skagway, 

Carnival Corporation recently purchased the White Pass & Yukon Route railway, 

Skagway's largest single employer for $290 million. 8 

20. With Juneau as Alaska's most-visited port and Skagway the third-most 

visited port, the two communities also share an interest in receiving funding from the State 

6 Exhibit C, Skagway Arrivals by Category 1983-2021, available at 
_https://www.skagway.org/sites/default/fi1es/fi1eattachments/skagway visitor department/page/3 
_I I /seasonal visitor stats 1983-2021.pdf 

7 Exhibit D, "Impacts to Alaska from 2020/2021 Cruise Ship Season Cancellation" 

BRENA,BELL& (April 2021) at 3, available at https://gov.alaska.gov/wp-content/uploads/sites/2/04082021-
wALKER, P.c. _Cruise-lmpacts-to-Alaska.pdf. 

SIO N Stl'eet, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 8 

Phone: (907) 25S-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 

Exhibit E, "Cruise ship giant Carnival buys White Pass & Yukon Route," CBC News (June 
7, 2018), available at https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/north/white-pass-h·ain-sold-carnival

"l.4696188. 
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based on the Commercial Passenger Vessel ("CPV") excise tax that is distributed to the 

top seven ports of call. 9 At approximately $5 million annually, this funding is integral to 

our community and further shows our political interest and need in coordinating with 

downtown Juneau on all levels of government and policy. 

21. The CPV funding to Juneau and Skagway reflects the seasonal infrastructure 

impacts of this common major economic activity, as shown in a 2019 study of cruise ship 

presence in Skagway: 

Skagway's population temporarily, but dramatically, increases each year as 
businesses and government agencies gear up to provide services, facilities 
and products to meet the demands of upwards of 1.5 million visitors. Each 
year, the expansion of the local labor pool "more than doubles," perhaps 
triples, the year-round population of Skagway. Those estimates may actually 
understate the actual increase; because many of these individuals are 
accompanied by families, partners and others, not all of whom are counted 
in official employment data. In any event, while the annual seasonal influx 
of temporary residents represents an understandable response to a thriving 
but seasonal visitor industry, the fact remains that the Municipality must be 
prepared to accommodate a doubling or tripling of the "resident" population 
for 40- 50% of the year, every year, on its public facilities and services. 10 

22. The cruise ships bring many shared opportunities and challenges to 

downtown Juneau and Skagway. A prime example of our cooperation is when Skagway 

9 Exhibit F, ADOT report entitled "Commercial Passenger Vessel Excise Tax: Community 
Needs, Priorities, Shared Revenue, and Expenditures" (Feb. 2017) at 2, available at 
https://dot.alaska.gov/stwddes/desbridge/assets/grant/seward/seward visitor 07 16.pdf. 

10 Exhibit G, "A Review: 2019 Cruise Ship Presence, Skagway, Alaska," Van Altvorst 
& Associates, (Apr. 8, 2019) at 5, available at 
https://www.skabrway.org/sites/default/fi les/fi leattachments/ pott of skagway/page/277 /final 20 
_19 skg cpv update 2019 04 08 l.pdf 
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joined Ketchikan in pledging $100,000 in support of Juneau's litigation against the cruise 

industry regarding the use of head taxes and passenger fees. 11 

23 . In my position as Borough Manager, I often look to the regulations, taxes, 

tariffs, and personnel of the Juneau port in determining Skagway's port policies, especially 

now that Skagway is reassuming control of its port and establishing its own structure that 

should be consistent and congruent with other Alaska ports. Particular projects and policies 

that tie Skagway to the Juneau port include port electrification, a possible electrical intertie, 

a cruise ship excise tax, and cruise ship scheduling. I have often traveled to downtown 

Juneau to confer with state and local officials on these topics and other matters. 

24. Additionally, other tourism-related businesses operate in both Skagway and 

downtown Juneau, as shown by the more than 20 businesses with Skagway business 

licenses that list their principal address in Juneau. 12 It is common for tour operators to 

offer combination booking of activities in both communities, for example whale watching 

in Juneau combined with riding the train in Skagway. 13 

25. The COVID-19 pandemic and its devastating impacts on Skagway further 

joined us with downtown Juneau as we sought federal assistance for our communities to 

mitigate the loss of the cruise ships with Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security 

11 Exhibit H, Municipality of Skagway Resolution No. 19-07R (Feb. 21, 2019), available at 
https://www .skagway.org/sites/default/fi les/fi leattachments/ord inance/3 8241 /res 19-

_07r cbi v clia appeal support.pdf 

12 Exhibit I, Spreadsheet of Skagway Business Licenses. 

13 Exhibit J, "Skagway Combo Tours" available at 
http://www.skagwayalaskatours.com/skagway-combo-tours 
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("CARES") and American Rescue Plan Act ("ARP A") funds. Skagway suffered a 99.68 

percent reduction of arrival numbers in 2020 due to the COVID-19 pandemic, with total 

losses estimated at over $300 million in taxable revenue spent within the community and 

$26.6 in taxes collected. 14 

26. Like downtown Juneau, Skagway received millions of dollars in federal aid 

as a major cruise industry port of call, but Skagway remains under a declaration of financial 

emergency due to the devastating economic impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic. 15 

27. The economic ties between Skagway, Juneau, and the cruise industry were 

further underscored when Norwegian Cruise Line announced a $10 million donation to six 

Alaska port cities including Juneau and Skagway. 16 

28. The unprecedented strain and uncertainty of the COVID-19 pandemic has 

only underscored the shared interests of Skagway and downtown Juneau as socioeconomic 

partners through their common major economic activity of attracting cruise ship tourism. 

29. Working to mitigate the impacts of the pandemic has required constant 

coordination from our state and federal legislators on cruise ship issues, for example 

supporting the federal exemption for certain cruise ships sailing to Alaska from the 

14 Exhibit K, "Economic Impact ofCOVID-19 on Skagway, Alaska" (Mar. 30, 2021). 

15 Exhibit L, Municipality of Skagway Resolution No. 2 l-19R (June 17, 2021 ), available at 

0
https://www .skagway.org/s ites/defau lt/fi lcs/fi leattachments/ ordinance/ 4683 0/res 2 l -
_19r lifting he_alth emergency declaration.pdf 

16 Exhibit M, "Norwegian Cruise Line donates $10M to six southeast Alaska communities," 
Alaska's News Source (May 9, 2021), available at 
~https ://www.alaskasnewssource.com/202 I /05/10/norwegian-cru ise-line-donates-10-mi I lion-to
six-southeast-alaska-communities/ 
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provisions in the Passenger Vessel Services Act. 17 It is vital that we have representatives 

who understand and appreciate the vital importance of cruise ship sailings for Skagway. 

The Mendenhall Valley simply has not faced the same economic impacts from COVID-19 

as Skagway has. 

30. Just as the presence of a cruise ship port makes downtown Juneau entirely 

relevant to Skagway, the absence of such a port from the other areas of Juneau make them 

at best essentially irrelevant to Skagway from a socioeconomic standpoint. While I am 

regularly in contact with all levels of government in downtown Juneau, I have had no cause 

to travel to or otherwise confer with the Mendenhall Valley on any substantial policy 

matters. No fact-based determination could find the Mendenhall Valley as 

socioeconomically integrated with Skagway as downtown Juneau. 

B. Geography, Land Management, and Historical Links. 

31. Skagway and downtown Juneau feature small, densely-populated business 

districts centered around their cruise ports with a socioeconomic culture concentrated on 

historic tourist attractions, entertainment, and restaurants and the performing arts with 

small unique storefronts and individually-owned businesses catering to visitors. Along 

with these obvious common features, the communities share the same public safety 

concerns regarding terrain and weather events, as well as managing the street crowding 

that comes with the cruise ships. 

17 Exhibit N, Letter from Mayor Cremata to Representative Kiehl and federal delegation 

(Mar. 8, 2021 ). 
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32. Unlike downtown Juneau, the Mendenhall Valley is a sprawling suburb area 

with box stores, strip malls, shopping malls, fast food chains, and trailer parks, and lacks 

the historical foundation, longstanding businesses, and tourism focus that links downtown 

Juneau with Skagway. 

33. Every reason for Skagway and downtown Juneau to continue their joint 

representation is a reason against joining Skagway with the Mendenhall Valley. A 

representative trying to represent the majority interest of the new District 3 would likely 

have reason to give Skagway's interests lower priority if they ran counter to the different 

interests of the Mendenhall Valley. 

C. Transportation. 

34. When Skagway residents travel to Juneau, in my experience, it is primarily 

to downtown Juneau. The primary shopping and hospitality options are present in what 

the Board has drawn as District 4, not District 3, and the district we have been removed 

from also contains Bartlett Regional Hospital, which serves as the local hospital for the 

people of Skagway. The medical director for Skagway' s clinic works at Bartlett Regional. 

35. The ferry terminal at Auke Bay is not a meaningful socioeconomic 

connection between Skagway and the Mendenhall Valley because, in my experience, most 

of the passengers from Skagway will be heading right out of District 3 toward downtown 

Juneau in District 4. The ferry system has become increasingly unreliable and will even 
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be completely shut down during the month of January 2022. 18 When comparing the sailing 

schedule and passenger numbers of the ferry to those of the scheduled cruise ship visits in 

2022, 19 the overwhelming importance of the cruise ships to Skagway is readily apparent. 

Again, since 1983 ferry arrivals have decreased from 25,288 to 9,640 in 2019, a decrease 

of almost 62 percent, while cruise arrivals have increased from 40,066 to 983,917, an 

increase of nearly 2500 percent. 

36. All the above demonstrates Skagway's socioeconomic integration with 

downtown Juneau and the need to keep us together in the same district for fair 

representation. 

III. DISTRICT DESIGN AND PUBLIC PROCESS 

37. Under Article VI, Section 6 of the Alaska Constitution: 

Each house district shall be formed of contiguous and compact territory 
containing as nearly as practicable a relatively integrated socio-economic 
area. Each shall contain a population as near as practicable to the quotient 
obtained by dividing the population of the state by forty. Each senate district 
shall be composed as near as practicable of two contiguous house districts. 
Consideration may be given to local government boundaries. Drainage and 
other geographic features shall be used in describing boundaries wherever 
possible. 

38. Skagway saw no need to advance our own district proposal to the Board 

because we are already part of a district with downtown Juneau that passed constitutional 

muster and is working well for Skagway, and there have been no massive population 

18 Exhibit 0, "Skagway left out as DOT scrambles to accommodate ferry-riding lawmakers," 
KHNS FM (Dec.7, 2021), available at https://klrns.org/skagway-left-out-as-dot-scrambles-to
accommodate-ferry-r iding-lawmakers. 

19 Exhibit C, supra; Exhibit P, Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska Cruise Ship Calendar for 2022. 
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changes that might warrant a radically different design. Several of the maps before the 

Board kept our district essentially intact, including Board Proposed Plan v.4, the Doyon 

Coalition Proposed Plan, and the Senate Minority Caucus Plan. 

39. The new Districts 3 and 4 are separated by an artificial boundary the Board 

made by drawing a new line through residential and commercial zones north of the airport, 

in effect dividing both the socioeconomically integrated area of the Mendenhall Valley to 

account for the population change of dividing the socioeconomically integrated areas of 

Skagway, Haines, and downtown Juneau. 

40. The new line shows how the Board needed to divide the socioeconomic unit 

of the Mendenhall Valley in order to account for the population change it caused by 

dividing the socioeconomic unit of Skagway and downtown Juneau. The existing Districts 

33 and 34 use a much more natural line at the edge of the airport that keeps the Mendenhall 

community intact: 
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41. Because most people from Skagway and elsewhere are using the airport to 

reach downtown Juneau rather than Auke Bay or the Valley, including the airport in the 

downtown district would be the most contiguous option and appears easily done with 

minimal population change. Regardless, which side of the line the airport lands is less 

important than ensuring that Skagway' s fundamental socioeconomic connection with 

downtown Juneau is reflected and protected in its House District. 

42. I monitored the Board's public process and discussed it with others who 

offered verbal testimony. Based on my observations and conversations, not only did the 

majority of those who testified from Skagway, including representatives of the Borough 

Assembly, speak in favor of maintaining the current district connection to downtown 

Juneau, but the majority of those who testified from other areas of Juneau also spoke 

against splitting up the Mendenhall Valley area as the final plan does20
• 

20 Exhibit Q, Video of Board's Skagway Public Zoom Meeting.2021-10-27. 
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43. I am not aware of any reason why the Board could not have kept Skagway 

with downtown Juneau and kept the Mendenhall Valley together as urged by the vast 

majority of comments the Board received21 • Instead, the Board did the opposite and 

divided both communities despite their public testimony. 

44. In my position as Borough Manager, public outreach and input is a primary 

focus, and considering the viewpoints of citizens is essential to implementing good public 

policy. Based on my observations, the Board appears to have disregarded the public input 

it received for no explicable reason and redrawn established and favored district lines when 

it was not necessary to do so. Doing so in the final stages of the process, without further 

outreach and input, undercuts public trust and violates the basic standards for drawing 

districts in Alaska. 

45. All Skagway has asked is to be kept together with downtown Juneau in the 

same sort of compact, contiguous, and socioeconomically integrated district as had already 

been approved by the courts. In my personal and professional experience, to decouple 

Skagway from downtown Juneau in favor of other areas does not reflect the reality of these 

communities and lacks any proper factual basis. The district lines should be restored to 

ensure accurate representation for Skagway in state government. 

46. I reserve the right to supplement this testimony following further discovery 

and depositions in this matter. 

21 Exhibit Q, Video of Board's Skagway Public Zoom Meeting.2021-10-27. 
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DA TED this 5th day of January, 2022. 

BRAD RYAN 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 5th day of January, 2022. 

Notary Public in and for ___ _ 
My Commission Expires: _ _____ _ _ _ 
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Certificate of Service 
The undersigned hereby certifies 
that a copy of the foregoing document 
was e-mailed to the following 
attorneys/parties of record this 
5th day of January, 2022 

Attorneys for Alaska Redi tricting Board 
Matt Singer, Esq. 
Lee Baxter, Esq. 
Schwabe, Williamson & Wyatt 
E-Mail: msinger@schwabe.com 

I baxter@schwabe.com 

Attorneys for Matanuska-Susitna 
Borough and Michael Brown 
Stacey C. Stone, Esq. 
Gregory Stein, Esq. 
Holmes Weddle & Barcott, P.C. 
Email: sstone@hwb-law.com 

gstein@hwb-law.com 

Attornevs for Felisa Wilson, George 
Martinez, and Yarrow Silvers 
Holly C. Wells, Esq 
Mara E. Michaletz, Esq. 
William D. Falsey, Esq. 
Birch Horton Bittner & Cherot 
Email: hwells@bhb.com 

mmichaletz@bhb.com 
wfalsey@bbb.com 

/Isl/ MelodyNardin 
Melody A. Nardin 
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Attorneys for Calista Corporation, 
William Naneng, and Harley Sundown 
Eva R. Gardner, Esq. 
Michael S. Schechter, Esq. 
Benjamin J. Farkash, Esq. 
Ashburn & Mason, P.C. 
Email: eva@anchorlaw.com 

mike@anchorlaw.com 
ben@anchorlaw_com 

Attorneys for Intervenor Doyon Limited 
et al. 
Nathaniel Amdur-Clark, Esq. 
Whitney A. Leonard, Esq. 
Sonosky, Chambers, Sachse, Miller & 
Monkman, LLP 
Email: nathaniel@sonosky.net 

wh itney@sonosky.net 

Attorney for the State of Alaska 
Thomas. S. Flynn, Esq. 
State of Alaska Department of Law 
Email: thomas.flynn@alaska.gov 
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IN THE DISTRICT/SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA 
AT ANCHORAGE 

(City or town where the court is located) 

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan. 

Plaintiff /Petitioner, 

) 
) 
) 
) V. 
) case No. 3AN-21-08869 CI 
) 

Defendant/Respondent. ) SELF-CERTIFICATION 
_______________ ) (NO NOTARY AVAILABLE) 

[If a notary public or other person with the power to take oaths is not available to notarize a 
document that you are filing with the court, you may fill out this form and attach it to your 
document] 

As allowed by AS 09.63.020, I, (Name) _B_ra_d_R_y __ a_n ___________ _,, certify under 
penalty of perjury that the following is true: 

1. I am attaching this Self-Certification to the following attached document: 
Affidavit of Brad Ryan 

If the attached document is required to be served on another party, I have attached a copy 
of this Self-Certification to the document when I served it. 

2. No notary public or other person with the power to take oaths is available to watch me sign 
because: 
D I live somewhere with no available notary public or other person who can take oaths. 
D I cannot access the courthouse or private notary for medical reasons including 

quarantine. 
~ I am traveling in Hawaii which is presently in lockdown and notary appointments are not 

available. 

3. I told the truth to the best of my knowledge and belief in the attached document. 

Signature: _____ ....;;;;:,._ ______ ..,.~~--
Signed on: (date) ______ at: (city) ___________ ~ (state} __ _ 
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 415; Skagway, AK 99840 
Cell Phone: 907-612-1788 Work Phone: 907-983-9701 "'-'--'---"-'=--~~-------
Home Phone: ________ Email*: _m_a_n_,ag..._e_r@ ........ sk_a_._g._w_a __ y._o ..... rg"-----------

*D I authorize the court to email me court documents in this case to the email address above. 

TF-835 (3/20)(cs) AS 09.63.020 
SELF-CERTIFICATION (NO NOTARY AVAILABLE) 
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Brad A. Ryan 
P.O. Box 95, Skagway, AK 99840 • (907) 314-0477 • brad13ryan@gmail.com 

EDUCATION 
Doctor of Philosophy in Environmental Sciences and Resources 
Portland State University, Portland, OR 97207 (2005) 
Bachelor of Science in Biology: Minor in Chemistry 
University of Portland, Portland, OR 97203 (1993) 

EXPERIENCE 
Skagway Borough Manager: Skagway Borough (Sept. 2019-present); (907) 983-2297 
As Manager, I supervise department heads and, through the department heads, all municipal employees. 
The Manager is the Municipality's chief administrative officer, and I am therefore responsible to the 
Assembly for executing municipal laws and ordinances and administering the Assembly's policies. One 
unusual aspect of being the Manager in 2020 is that the Manager serves as the Emergency Manager 
responding to the coronavirus pandemic. As the head of Skagway's Emergency Operation Center, I have 
not only had to work to ensure the safety of the community from the coronavirus but manage a 
municipality that has lost over 90% of its revenue due to the loss of tourism. 

A major focus during the coronavirus pandemic has been lobbying and working with State, Federal, and 
Native organizations to implement programs to support the community's health and financial well-being. 
With federal funding, I provided payments of$1,000 per month for every resident of Skagway from July 
through December of 2020. Additionally, with coordination through the State of Alaska and Southeast 
Alaska Regional Health Consortium, I secured enough vaccines for every person 18 years and older in 
Skagway who would like the coronavirus vaccine. 

As Manager, I also serve as the Skagway Port Director (Port). The Port is currently under a 55-year lease 
that expires in March of 2023, returning to the Municipality of Skagway (MOS). The transition's biggest 
concern is to ensure that relic contamination from the ore basin is cleaned up before the MOS takes 
ownership. This has proven especially challenging as the Alaska DEC does not have cleanup standards 
for lead contamination in marine sediments, forcing me to develop independent environmental standards 
for the MOS. 

Director of Public Facilities: Haines Borough (Sept. 2015-Aug. 2019); (907) 766-6400 
As the Director of Public Facilities for the Haines Borough, I managed the Borough's capital 
improvement projects, along with supervising the Water and Sewer, Public Works, Public Facilities, and 
Parks and Recreation departments. Capital improvement projects completed under my direction ranged 
from small roofing projects to a $20 million upgrade to the small boat harbor. I was also successful in 
guiding the Borough through the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' 408 permit process (one of the first in 
Alaska) to expand the harbor in Haines. 

Interim Borough Manager: Haines Borough (Jan.-June 2016; Jan.-June 2017); (907) 766-6400 
While serving as the Director of Public Facilities for the Haines Borough, I also served as the Interim 
Borough Manager on two occasions. As the Interim Borough Manager, I carried out the Borough 
Assembly's goals, served as the personnel manager, and prepared both the FY17 and FY18 budgets. 
Additionally, I negotiated a three-year cooperative agreement with the Public Employees Local 71 union 
and continued to fulfill my responsibilities as Director of Public Facilities. 

Executive Director: Southeast Alaska Watershed Coalition (Nov. 2013-Sept. 2015); (907) 205-4028 
As the Executive Director, I supported local watershed council efforts throughout Southeast Alaska. I 
assisted local watershed councils and tribes by providing fiscal sponsorship, project development, grant 
writing, community outreach, organizational budgets, and professional staff supervision. The various 
projects implemented throughout Southeast Alaska included stormwater retention swales, culvert 
replacements, water quality monitoring, and trail upgrades. My responsibilities included oversight of 
these projects from the conceptual stage through completion. One ofmy major efforts was the continued 
development of The Southeast Alaska Mitigation Fund. While I did not get to see it finalized, I am proud 
to have worked on it. 
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Executive Director: Takshanuk Watershed Council (Jan. 2011-Jan. 2014); (907) 766-3542 
As the Takshanuk Watershed Council (TWC) director, I managed a diverse array of projects centered on 
the stewardship of our local watersheds. While at TWC, I secured funding and provided all aspects of 
project management to enhance salmon habitat in the Haines Borough. I also supervised staff to provide 
third-party GIS data analysis for the Borough' s helicopter skiing compliance analysis and developing a 
local food security program in collaboration with the Haines Borough School District. A large component 
of my work included networking, inter-organizational collaborations, and developing strategic 
partnerships. 

Science Director/Grant Writer: Chilkoot Indian Association (March 2009-Jan. 2011); (907) 766-2323 
At the Chilkoot Tribe, I secured over $3 million in grants for housing, cultural, educational, economic, 
and capacity-building projects. After my first year as a grant writer, there was sufficient funding that J 
could focus on developing a science program to protect the tribe's valuable subsistence resources. 
Projects of significance that I implemented included eulachon population estimates for the Chilkoot River 
and the removal of approximately 250 derelict pilings and a Stokes mortar from Portage Cove beach. 

Research Biologist: NOAA Fisheries, Hammond, OR (Oct.1997-March 2007); (503) 861-1818 
My focus as a research biologist was on increasing juvenile salmonid survival in the Columbia River 
Basin. My research ranged from the mouth of the Columbia River to Lewiston, Idaho. Research projects 
varied in scope and size depending on the need. During my tenure as a research scientist, I supervised 
everything from crews of25 fishermen operating 800-foot pair trawls in the mouth of the Columbia River 
to small, elegant research projects with a team of two to five scientists. Many of these studies were 
published in government and peer review articles. As the lead researcher on these projects, I was 
responsible for developing the scope of work, research plan, data analysis, and budget. Project budgets 
ranged from the hundreds of thousands to several million dollars. 

PUB LI CA TIO NS AND PRESENTATIONS (See Attached) 
Peer Review Publications: Seven articles, references upon request. 
Technical Memoranda: I have prepared multiple articles for state and government agencies. 

Presentations: Multiple presentations at the community, state, and national level ranging from the 
vulnerability of juvenile salmonids to avian predation to capacity building for community organizations. 

VOLUNTEER 
Haines Economic Development Corporation 
Haines Hockey Association 
Chilkat Valley Community Foundation 
Haines T-Ball Coach 

TRAININGS & CERTIFICATIONS 
38 Hour Army Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Training Program 
Wetland Restoration Hydrology and Design Overview, NRCS 
National Mitigation & Ecosystem Banking Conference, 24 hours 
River Restoration Professional Certificate Courses 

Introduction to River Restoration, Part J: Physical Processes & Part II: Ecological Process Site 
Evaluation and Assessment 

Biological Techniques 
NOAA Scientific Diver, Sonic Tracking, Surgical Implantation of Radio and Sonic tags, PIT-tagging, 
Electroshocking, Purse seining, and Beach seining 
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ATTACHMENT 

PEER-REVIEWED PUBLICATIONS 

Ryan, B. A., S. G. Smith, J.M. Butzerin, and J. W. Ferguson. 2003. Relative vulnerability to avian predation of 

juvenile salmonids tagged with passive integrated transponders in the Columbia River estuary, 1998-2000. Trans. 
Am. Fish. Soc. 132:275-288. 

Ryan, B.A., J.W. Ferguson, R.D. Ledgerwood, and E.P. Nunnallee. 2001. Detection of passive integrated 

transponder tags from juvenile salmonids on piscivorous bird colonies in the Columbia River Basin. North Am. 
J. Fish. Manag. 21:417-421. 

Ryan, B. A., E. M. Dawley, and R. A. Nelson. 2000. Modeling the effects of dissolved gas supersaturation on 
resident aquatic biota in the mainstem Snake and Columbia rivers. North Am. J. Fish. Manag. 20:180-192, 2000. 

Antolos M., D. D. Roby, D. E. Lyons, K. Collis, A. F. Evans, M. Hawbecker, and B. A. Ryan. 2005. Caspian tern 
predation on juvenile salmonids in the Mid-Columbia River. Trans. Am. Fish. Soc. 134:466-480. 

Collis K., D.D. Roby, D.P. Craig, B.A. Ryan, and R.D. Ledgerwood. 2001. Colonial waterbird predation on 

juvenile salmonids tagged with passive integrated transponders in the Columbia River Estuary: Vulnerability of 

different salmonid species, stocks, and rearing types. Trans. Am. Fish. Soc. 130:385-396. 
Ledgerwood, R. D, B. A. Ryan, E. M. Dawley, E. P. Nunnallee, and J. W. Ferguson. 2004. A surface trawl to 

detect migrating juvenile salmonids tagged with passive integrated transponder tags. North Am. J. Fish. Manag. 

24:440-451 
Ledgerwood, R. D., B. A. Ryan, and N. Iwamoto. 2000. Estuarine and nearshore-ocean acoustic tracking of 

juvenile spring chinook salmon smolts from the Columbia River. Proceedings Third Conference On Fish 
Telemetry in Europe. Norwich England, June 1999 11 p. 

TECHNICAL MEMORANDA 

Ryan B. A., M. Carper, D. M. Marsh, D. Elliott, T. Murray, L. Applegate, C. McKibben, and S. Mosterd. 2007. 

Alternative Barging Strategies to Improve Survival of Transported Juvenile Salmonids, 2006. Report to U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers, Walla Walla District. Delivery Order W68SBV60307671 (Available from Northwest 

Fisheries Science Center, 2725 Montlake Blvd. E., Seattle, WA 98112-2097.) 
Ryan, B. A. 2005. A system-wide assessment of avian predation on juvenile salmonids in the Columbia River Basin 

based on passive integrated transponder tag recoveries. Doctoral Dissertation, Submitted to Portland State 

University, Portland, OR. 131 pages. 
Ryan B. A., A. S. Cameron, E. P. Nunnallee, and J. W. Ferguson. 2005. Detection of passive integrated transponder 

(PIT) tags on piscivorous bird colonies in the Columbia River Basin, 2002. Report to U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, Walla Walla District. Delivery Order W 68SB V806ZZ7 41. (Available from Northwest Fisheries 

Science Center, 2725 Montlake Blvd. E., Seattle, WA 98112-2097. 
Ryan B. A., C. Z. Banks, E. P. Nunnallee, R. D. Ledgerwood, and J. W. Ferguson. 2002. Detection of passive 

integrated transponder (PIT) tags on piscivorous bird colonies in the Columbia River Basin, 1998 and 1999. 
Report to U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Walla Walla District. Delivery Order W68SBV806ZZ741. 15 p. 

(Available from Northwest Fisheries Science Center, 2725 Montlake Blvd. E., Seattle, WA 98112-2097. 

Ryan B. A., J. H. Glabek, J. W. Ferguson, E. P. Nunnallee, and R. D. Ledgerwood. 2002. Detection of passive 
integrated transponder tags on piscivorous bird colonies in the Columbia River Basin, 2000. Report to U.S. 

Army Corps of Engineers, Walla Walla District. Delivery Order W68SBV806ZZ741 (Available from Northwest 
Fisheries Science Center, 2725 Montlake Blvd. E., Seattle, WA 98112-2097.) 

Ryan, B. A., and E. M. Dawley. 1998. Effects of dissolved gas supersaturation on fish residing in the Snake and 
Columbia Rivers, 1997. Report to Bonneville Power Administration Contract No. 96-BI-93605, Project 96-022, 

50 p plus appendixes. (Available from Bonneville Power Administration, Portland OR 97208.) 
Glabek J. H., B. A. Ryan, E. P. Nunnallee, B. P. Sandford, and J. W. Ferguson. 2003 Detection of passive 

integrated transponder (PIT) tags on piscivorous bird colonies in the Columbia River Basin, 2001. Report to 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Walla Walla District. Delivery Order W68SBV806ZZ741. (Available from 
Northwest Fisheries Science Center, 2725 Montlake Blvd. E., Seattle, WA 98112-2097. 
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Ledgerwood R. D., B. A. Ryan, E. P. Nunallee, and J. W. Ferguson. 2000. Estuarine recovery of PIT-tagged 
juvenile salmonids from the Lower Granite Dam transportation study, 1998. Report to U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, Walla Walla District. Delivery Order E8960100. 50 p plus appendixes. (Available from Northwest 
Fisheries Science Center, 2725 Montlake Blvd. E., Seattle, WA 98112-2097.) 

Ledgerwood R. D., B. A. Ryan, C. Z. Banks, E. P. Nunallee, B. P. Sandford, S. G. Smith, and J. W. Ferguson. 
Detection of PIT-tagged juvenile salmonids in the Columbia River estuary using a surface-trawl detection 
system, 1999. Submitted to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Walla Walla District. 

Schrank, B. P., B. A. Ryan, and E. M. Dawley. 1998. Effects of dissolved gas supersaturation on fish residing in 
the Snake and Columbia Rivers, 1996. Report to Bonneville Power Administration Contract No. 96-BI-93605, 
Project 96-022, 58 p plus appendixes. (Available from Bonneville Power Administration, Portland OR 97208.) 

Schrank, B. P., E. M. Dawley, and B. A. Ryan. 1997. Evaluation of the effects of dissolved gas supersaturation on 
fish and invertebrates in Priest Rapids Reservoir and Downstream from Bonneville and Ice Harbor Dams, 1995. 
Report to U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Contract No. E96940029, 45 p. (Available from Northwest Fisheries 
Science Center, 2725 Montlake Blvd. E., Seattle, WA 98112-2097.) 

Toner, M.A., B. A. Ryan, and E. M. Dawley. 1995. Evaluation of the effects of dissolved gas supersaturation on 
fish and invertebrates downstream from Bonneville, Ice Harbor, and Priest Rapids Dams, 1994. Report to U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers, Contract No. E96940029, 38 p. (Available from Northwest Fisheries Science 
Center, 2725 Montlake Blvd. E., Seattle, WA 98112-2097.) 

PRESENTATIONS 
Ryan, B. A. 2014 A method for estimating Eulachon populations using a combination of subsistence fishermen and 

western science, American Fisheries Society, Alaska Chapter, Juneau, AK October 20-24, 2014 
Ryan, B. A. 2014. A community-based practitioner's perspective on monitoring water quality American Fisheries 

Society, Alaska Chapter, Juneau, AK October 20-24 2014 
Ryan, B. A. 2005. A System-Wide Assessment of Avian Predation on Juvenile Salmonids 

(Onchorhyncus spp) in the Columbia River Basin Based on Passive Integrated Transponder 
Tag Recoveries. Mid-Columbia Avian Predation Workshop Kennewick, WA May 25, 2005 (Invited) 

Ryan B. A., G. M. Matthews, and B. P. Sandford. 2005. Use of PIT tags to evaluate predation by colonial 
waterbirds on juvenile salmonids. Oral presentation at the 41 st Annual Meeting of the Oregon Chapter American 
Fisheries Society. Corvalis, OR. (Invited) 

Ryan B. A. 2004. Convener of the Non-Salmonids session at the 30th Annual Meeting of the Oregon Chapter 
American Fisheries Society. Sunriver, OR. 

Ryan B. A., J. W. Ferguson, and E. P. Nunnallee. 2004. Use of PIT Tags to Evaluate Predation by Colonial 
Waterbirds on Juvenile Salmonids. Oral presentation at the 30th Annual Meeting of the Oregon Chapter 
American Fisheries Society. Sunriver, OR. 

Ryan B. A., and G. Matthews. 2004. Using PIT tag data to evaluate colonial waterbird predation on juvenile 
salmonids. Oral presentation at the PIT tag Workshop 2004. Skamania WA. Jan. 2004. (Invited) 

Ryan B. A., and G. Matthews 2003. Using PIT tag data to evaluate colonial waterbird predation on juvenile 
salmonids. Oral presentation at the Anadromous Fish Evaluation Program 2003 Annual Review. Walla Walla, 
WA. Nov. 2003. 

Ryan B. A., J. H. Glabek, and J. W. Ferguson. 2002. Recovery of passive-integrated transponder tag codes from 
piscivorous bird colonies in the Columbia River Basin. Oral presentation at the Anadromous Fish Evaluation 
Program 2002 Annual Review. Portland, OR. Nov. 18-21. 

Ryan B. A., J. W. Ferguson, E. P. Nunnallee, and J. H. Glabek. 2002. Vulnerability of juvenile salmonids to 
piscivorous waterbirds nesting in the Columbia River estuary 1998 to 2000. Oral presentation at the American 
Fisheries Society 132nd Annual Meeting ATurning the Tide@. Baltimore, MD. August 18-22. 

Ryan B. A., J. W. Ferguson, E. P. Nunnallee, and J. H. Glabek. 2002. Vulnerability of juvenile salmonids to 
piscivorous waterbirds nesting in the Columbia River estuary 1998 to 2000. Oral presentation at the Wester 
Reginal AFS Meeting A Toward Ecosystem-Based Management@. Spokane, WA. April 27 to May 1. 

Ryan B. A., J. W. Ferguson, E. P. Nunnallee, and J. H. Glabek. 2002. Vulnerability of juvenile salmonids to 
piscivorous waterbirds in the Columbia River estuary 1998 to 2000. Oral presentation at the 38th Annual 
Meeting of the Oregon Chapter American Fisheries Society. Sunriver, OR. Feb 27 to March 1. 

Ryan B. A., J. W. Ferguson, J. H. Glabek, and E. P. Nunnallee. 2002. Vulnerability of juvenile salmonids to 
piscivorous waterbirds nesting in the Columbia River estuary 1998 to 2000. Oral presentation at the Twenty
Ninth Annual Meeting of the Pacific Seabird Group. Santa Barbara, CA. Feb. 20-23. 

Ryan B. A., E. P. Nunnallee, J. H. Glabek, and J. W. Ferguson. 2001. Recovery of passive-integrated transponder 
tag codes from piscivorous bird colonies in the Columbia River Basin. Oral presentation at the Anadromous Fish 
EvaluationProgram2001 Annual Research Review. Walla Walla, WA. Nov.13-16. 
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Ryan B. A. 2000. Recovery of juvenile salmonid passive integrated transponder (PIT) tag codes from piscivorous 
bird colonies in the Columbia River Basin. Oral presentation at The DCCO-Fisheries Conflict in North America: 
A Workshop for Scientific Discourse on DCCO-Fisheries Conflicts. Plymouth, MA. Nov. I. (Invited) 
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Cruise control on the 
ballot? 
Not so fast, says Protect Juneau's Future 
committee 

By Dana Zigmund 
Friday, April 30, 2021 1 :41 pm I NEWS CRUISE SHIPS 

LOCAL NEWS TOURISM 

Cruise-reform activists expect to hit the streets 

next week to collect the roughly 3,000 signatures 

needed to put a trio of measures that would limit 

cruise ship travel to Juneau on local ballots. They 

won't be the only ones out and urging action. 

"Please don't sign these petitions and tell your 

friends and neighbors not to sign," said Laura 

Martinson, the owner of Caribou Crossing and co

chair of the Protect Juneau's Future committee, 
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during a Greater Juneau Chamber of Commerce 
meeting. "Changing the city's charter is not the 
way to do this." 

On Thursday, leaders from Protect Juneau's 
Future joined the chamber's weekly lunch meeting 
to share plans to prevent the group from getting 
the needed signatures through a Stop the Sign 
campaign. 

Group leaders said that they are creating posters 
and buttons to discourage people from signing the 
petitions and that volunteers with signs will be out 
and about to deter signing and provide 
information. 

Leaders of Protect Juneau's Future say that if any 
or all of the initiatives pass, it will devastate the 
economy, shutter local businesses, force a 
municipal budget reckoning, limit the ability of 
young entrepreneurs to set up shop, and raise 
families in Juneau and send shockwaves out to 
other communities that depend on cruise ship 
travel. 

__ J 
Ballot initiatives seek to curb cruise ships 

Unintended consequences 

During the presentation, leaders said that while each proposal may seem 
straightforward, each would bring "unintended consequences." 

"The 7 p.m. curfew means no afternoon arrivals, and all aboards will start 
around 4:30 in the afternoon. That's devastating for downtown restaurants, 
bars and shops. It decimates that part of the downtown economy," 
Martinson said. "Ships don't call here for less than six hours." 

Martinson said that banning ships on Saturdays takes $20 million in direct 
spending out of the economy. 
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"I think you'll end up with a ghost town on Saturday if cruises are banned. 

Those are already light nights down here. That's the best time for locals to 

come down," said Eric Forst, owner of the Red Dog Saloon and President of 

the Juneau Chamber of Commerce. 

Martinson said that eliminating ships over 100,000 gross tons would 

prevent all the ships in the Princess Cruise fleet from calling in Juneau. 

According to the committee, the larger vessels are cleaner and more 

efficient than some smaller, older ships. 

"These ships have been coming for ten years. It's not just mega-ships," she 

said. 

Dahl agreed, adding, "this is the one that takes the numbers down." 

"We are sustained by the volume in the summer," Martinson said. 

Community impact 

Opponents of the measures say that the ballot initiatives are overly 

restrictive and shut down the community discussion that's been going on 

for several years about the best way to manage tourism. They cite continued 

dialogue with the Visitor Industry Task Force, developed by Mayor Beth 

Weldon, as a better place to discuss the industry and its impact. 

"These initiatives take away the dialogue," Martinson said. "This is not a 

political discussion. This is a community discussion." 

Opponents of the measure say it's critical to help the community 

understand how the cruise industry supports the community. 

"We have one goal, to inform people about all the ways the city depends on 

the cruise industry. It adds $36 million to the city," said Craig Dahl, 

executive director of the Juneau Chamber of Commerce and co-chair of 

Protect Juneau's Future. 

"Take a look around at our eateries, our breweries, our shops-all the 

things that make it fun to live here and attract young people back to town. 

Imagine if we need to pick up that tab through property taxes. If that goes 

away, there's not much to help us make up that difference," Dahl said. 
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Martinson said that tourism enhances quality of life of residents. 

"As tourism grew, it allowed opportunities with that growth. Like making 
kelp salsa or gin. Those businesses are sustained through cruise 
passengers," she said. 

The 'myth' of the independent traveler 

During the presentation, Martinson and Dahl told Chamber of Commerce 
members that independent travelers can't make up the difference from lost 
cruise ship revenue. 

"The cruise ship footprint is smaller. Passengers take infrastructure with 
them back to the ship," Martinson said. "Think about an independent 
traveler with a rental car. They could be everywhere." 

Both agreed that the number of hotel rooms and flight capacity into town 
makes it impossible for independent traveler volume to replace cruise ship 
volume. 

"We are sustained by the volume in the summer," Martinson said. 

Ballot organizers react 

In a phone interview Thursday afternoon, Karla Hart, a Juneau resident and 
co-founder of the Global Cruise Activist Network, said she listened to the 

presentation and found the Stop the Sign approach "very confrontational." 

"If they knew we would not get traction, they would not be worried," Hart 
said. 

"We get the booklets from the clerk on Monday," she continued. "Knowing 
that there's some question of whether or not we will be able to reach out to 
people, we will have to consider what that means." 

Hart rejected the idea that the Visitor Industry Taskforce represents a better 
path for discussing the issue. 

"My big reaction is that they are saying that a charter initiative is not the 

right forum. Many of us have been in discussions for 30 years or more, and 
we've had no success in those forums. The Visitor Industry Task Force was 

SGY-2000, Page 26 of 423 EXHIBITB 
Page 4 of 7 



EXC.SGY-000247

stacked against those opposed to the ships. The task force didn't outline any 
steps,,, she said. 

She continued: "It's disingenuous for them to say they want to continue the 
conversation unless they are offering a solution that's durable and binding. 
They know the problems. They are reacting so strongly because they know 
people have not been heard.,, 

Still, Hart says she's willing to talk with local leaders. 

"We'd come to the table to talk It's not our intent to hurt businesses. Our 
intent is to protect the quality of life from the uncontrolled growth and 
bustle of the industry,,, she said. 

Hart said that many people don't realize that while cruises are paused due to 
the pandemic, the industry is still making plans to expand. She cited dock 
expansion efforts by the Norwegian Cruise Line and the pending plans to 
expand the visitor center at the Mendenhall Glacier. 

"We don't have the luxury to sit back and wait it out,,, Hart said. 

New cruise ship dock project moves ahead 

About the initiatives 

There are three potential ballot questions and about 3,000 signatures must 
be collected for each one for it to proceed to the ballot. Here are the 
proposals: 

- Cruise ships with a capacity of more than 250 passengers may not be at 

dock or anchor between 7 p.m. and 7 a.m., beginning in 2022. 

- Cruise ships with a capacity of more than 250 passengers may not be at 
dock or anchor on Saturdays, beginning in 2022. 

- No cruise ship larger than 100,000 gross tons may be at dock or anchor 
after January 1, 2026. 

• Contact reporter Dana Zigmund at dana.zigmund@juneauempire.com or 907-

308-4891. 

Recommended for You 
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Skagway Arrivals by Category 1983-2021 
YEAR CRUISE CREW AMHS HIGHWAY WP&YR FWX 

1983 48,066 NA 25,288 72.384 NA 15,000 
1984 54,907 NA 25,196 79,215 NA 15,000 
198S 77,623 NA 31.522 89,542 NA 15,000 
1986 100,695 NA 30,981 91.908 NA 15,000 
1987 119,279 NA 30,905 70,993 NA 15,498 
1988 115,505 NA 31,481 74,614 NA 15, 123 
1989 112,692 NA 29,997 63.789 15,972 14,562 
1990 136,512 NA 33,234 63,237 16,072 17,767 
1991 141.284 NA 33,630 64,610 19,069 19,157 
1992 145,973 NA 37,216 79,946 17.809 18,852 
1993 192,549 NA 33,650 80.709 16,313 13,220 
1994 204.387 NA 34,270 81.172 15,865 13,000 
1995 256,788 NA 33,961 87,977 15,521 13,000 
1996 299,651 NA 35,760 86.536 20,871 14,782 
1997 438,305 NA 27,659 91,849 14.41 6 0 
1998 494,961 NA 31,324 100,784 20.432 2.671 
1999 525,507 NA 31,467 92,291 20.422 0 
2000 565.639 NA 30,732 94,925 19,231 0 
2001 599,520 NA 23,232 82,629 20,674 0 
2002 611.638 258,031 26,224 80.421 14,361 0 
2003 639,742 NA 23,814 74,750 13,065 0 
2004 722.095 308.472 23,171 77,837 13,187 0 
2005 772.332 326,188 21.264 71.387 17,071 0 
2006 755,314 NA 20,581 61,870 17,826 0 
2007 820,744 344,338 17,738 68.855 16,514 D 
2008 765,492 323,017 16,076 65,826 18,326 0 
2009 779,043 323,861 16,462 67,232 16,157 0 
2010 713,733 284,139 17,687 66.238 16,822 D 
2011 708,015 293,190 16,393 64,368 16,059 D 
2012 754,255 308,812 17,410 66,016 15,293 0 
2013 821,971 336.189 17,321 67,6 10 15,054 0 
2014 821.888 337,773 17,006 64,844 15,230 0 
2015 786,228 320.406 15, 11 2 90,252 21.317 0 
2016 779,232 312.497 15,251 99,956 13,114 0 
2017 781,926 349,846 12,304 100,816 10,969 0 
2018 910.176 366.448 18,647 100,318 2,231 0 
2019 983.917 397,940 9,640 113.253 10,667 0 
2020 0 0 976 2,916 0 0 
2021 102670.00 44,887 3,296 4,023 0 0 

2020to '21 102670.00% 44887.00% 237.70% 37.96% 0.00% 
O,Onge Moy-Sept Moy-Sepi 

AIR Marine TOTAL %c_hangct 
3,500 NA 164,238 
3,750 NA 178,068 8.42% 
4,000 NA 217,687 22.25% 
4,250 NA 242,834 11.55% 
4,953 NA 24 1,628 -0.50% 
5,957 NA 242,680 0.44% 
7,233 NA 244,245 0.64% 
4,799 NA 271.621 11.21% 
4,853 '1.1 63 283,766 4.47% 
7,947 2.000 309,743 9.15% 

10,092 3,000 349,533 12.85% 
10,000 3,000 36 1,694 3.48% 
17,000 4,100 428,347 18.43% 
20,721 4,000 482.321 12.60% 
11.466 7,173 590,868 22.51 % 
20.679 7.923 678.774 14.88% 
15,963 4,767 690.417 1.72% 
15,626 8,362 734.515 6.39% 
7.479 10,205 743.739 1.26% 
5,641 12,1 54 1.008.470 35.59% 
6,340 23.724 781.435 -22.51 % 
6,046 15,069 1,165.877 49.20% 
6.382 14,343 1,228,967 5.41 % 
5,687 13,558 874,836 -28.82% 
4,890 5,069 1.278,148 46.10% 
3,787 13,833 1,206,357 -5.62% 
4,611 9,760 1,217,126 0.89% 
5.406 7,958 1,111 ,983 -8.64% 
6,419 8,726 1,113,170 0.11% 
5,129 8,029 1,174,944 5.55% 
5,963 7,530 1.271.638 8.23% 
6,178 6,898 1.269,817 -0.14% 
6,320 3.749 1,243,384 -2.08% 
4,821 6,955 1.231,826 -0.93% 
4,706 44,566 1,305, 133 5.95% 
4,910 6.479 1.409,209 7.97% 
5.24 1 31.010 1.551.668 10.11 % 
1,092 0 4,984 -99.68% 
2,286 777 157,939 3068.79% 

109.34% 777.00% 3068.79% 
Moy-5ept 

SGY-2000, Page 30 of 423 EXHIBITC 
Page 1 of 1 



EXC.SGY-000251
SGY-2000, Page 31 of 423 EXHIBITD 

Page 1 of 9 



EXC.SGY-000252

Impacts from Cruise Ship Season Cancellation 

Executive Summary 

The port communities in Alaska have been severely impacted by the loss of cruise ships in 2020 and 

2021 as a result of the pandemic. Further compounding the impact is the recent announcement from 

the Centers for Disease Control (CDC) stating that the 2020 "conditional sail order" will remain in 

effect through November 2021 - ensuring that there will be no ships in 2021 as well. 1 The economies 

of many communities in Southeast Alaska are entirely dependent upon tourism. Skagway, for instance, 

saw a 48% reduction in their total wage base year over year and several other communities have 

realized revenue losses that exceed their annual operating budget. Federal stimulus spending has 

helped, but the impacts of the "no sail" order are catastrophic to the economy of Southeast Alaska. 

Even with added state and federal support, many of these communities face an uncertain future. 

The Federal Maritime Commission's report on economic impact of cruising in Alaska concludes there 

exists an outsized economic impact from the cessation of cruise activity. 2 While the symptoms are the 

same as in other parts of the United States, the impact is much greater because of Alaska's distance 

and economic reliance on the tourism industry. 

Alaska has lost revenues, taxes and jobs. Small business revenue statewide is down 12% as compared 

to pre-COVID and many have shut down. 3 The unemployment insurance trust fund has paid out over 

$1.0 billion in the last 14 months with monthly claims rising as high as $182 million - twenty times 

the amount paid in January preceding the COVID-19 situation. 4 The balance of the UI trust fund 

was $492. 9 million in February of 2020 as compared to the latest balance of $265.8 million. 5 

All of this results in a GDP which bottomed out at $47.5 billion in Q2 of 2020 -10.5% less than the 

pnor year. 

In summary, Alaska has experienced the following direct cruise and tourism industry losses due to 

pandemic and now the CDC order: 

1 As Canada also restricts ships in their ports an additional waiver from the Passenger Vessel Services Act (PVSA) would 
be required. Under the Passenger Vessel Service Act of 1886, foreign-flagged passenger vessels carrying more than 100 
people can operate between American ports, but they must include a stop at a foreign destination. For Alaska-bound 
cruise ships departing from Washington State, this means a stopover in Canada. 
2 Federal Maritime Commission report COVID-19 Impact on Cruise Industry October 20 2020 
3 bn1>; //www.aklcg.gov/bMi~/gcr documcnrn.m;p~~cssjon= 32&docid=13581 
4 h1ws://li11c.bborsrors.nlasb.gov/uipr-0g/indcx.cfm 
5 Source: Department of Labor and Workforce Development as of 3/26/2021 

April 9, 2021 
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Impacts from Cruise Ship Season Cancellation 

Estimated Two Cruise 
Direct Impacts $millions Losses Season 

Annually Impact 

A. Local Community Revenue Loss $98.6 $197.2 

B. State Revenue Loss $90.3 $224.5 

C. Wages lost State and Local $305.7 $611.4 

D. Lost Revenues For Local Business $1,119.0 $2,238.0 

E. Dockage fees lost statewide $18.0 $36.0 

F. Reduction in Unemployment Trust Balance (Cruise Related) $29.8 Ind. 

Total Loss to State of Alaska $1,661.4 $3,336.9 

Alaska has experienced significant job losses because of the pandemic and will continue to experience 

losses because of the CDC ruling on cruise travel. Port and cruise line related communities have seen 

a collective 22,297 in job losses as compared to the previous year representing over $305.7 million in 

wages lost. 

Wage and Employment Impacts of Port Communities Served by the Cruise Industry 

2019 2020 Difference 

Port Community Total Wages $9,983,885,594 $9,678,225,599 ($305,659,995) -3.1% 

Port Community Employment 237,713 . 215,416 (22,297) -9.4% 

Gross State Product Loss to State of Alaska - ~$3 Billion Annually. This report documents $1.7 

billion in direct losses to the state, but it is important to recognize that the cruise industry and the 

visitors they serve account for $3.0 billion of the state's economy. Together with induced and indirect 

impacts of reduced economic activity from the industry, the $3.0 billion gross state product associated 

with the cruise industry has effectively dropped to zero. 

A. Local Revenue Losses: 

Alaskan communities have lost significant revenue, jobs and general economic activity as a result of 

the loss of cruises and tourism. These communities range from Ketchikan in southeast Alaska, to 

Seward, Whittier and Anchorage in central Alaska, and Unalaska to the west. Additionally, support 

industries in rail belt communities where cruise ship passengers often book trips to Denali and 

Fairbanks amongst others, have been impacted albeit to a lesser degree. 

The analysis below provides estimated fiscal impacts to larger Alaska based communities for a single 

year under a no-sail order amounting to $98.6 million in revenue losses each year, or $197.2 million 

combining 2020 and estimated 2021. It uses assumptions outlined in the 2016 McDowell group 
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Juneau Visitor study. 6 Commercial Passenger Vessel (CPV) revenue is forecasted to be zero for FY 

2021 and FY 2022, per the DOR Spring 2021 forecast, based on an assumption of no large cruise ship 

visits in summer 2020 and summer 2021. 

Community commercial passenger vessel (CPV) "head" tax is based upon prior year traffic multiplied 

by the applicable tax rate for the two communities that impose such a tax ($8/passenger in Juneau 
and $7 /passenger in Ketchikan). Sales tax figures assume an average of $188 spent in each port of call 

by tourists, multiplied by ship traffic and the tax rate. Similarly, the bed tax is calculated as traffic, 

multiplied by the average per capita spending on lodging stated in that study ($11.00), times the 

applicable tax rate. Some of the revenue loss may be mitigated by the receipt of new stimulus funds 

from the American Rescue Plan Act. 

Estimated Community Impacts for a Single Year Under a No-Sail Order: 

Community 
Sales Tax CPVTax CPVTax Bed Tax 

Total 
(est.) (State Sharing) (Community) (est.) 

Anchorage $66,755 $1,500,000 $1,566,755 

Fairbanks $2,147,246 $2,147,246 

Juneau $17,000,000 $5,970,995 $9,553,592 $1,182,257 $33,706,844 

Sitka $6,500,000 $615,545 $81,252 $7,196,797 

Skagway $8,000,000 $5,083,250 $150,000 $13,233,250 

Wrangell $154,393 $58,660 $7,743 $220,796 

Haines $591,014 $285,790 $25,150 $901,953 

Kenai Peninsula $1,382,116 $612,640 $1,994,756 

Ketchikan (City) $8,193,395 $2,723,868 $7,626,830 $838,951 19,383,045 

Ketchikan (Borough) $5,120,872 $2,723,868 $7,844,740 

Kodiak (City) $285,414 $54,220 $11,928 $351,562 

Kodiak (Borough) $54,220 $54,220 

Homer $119,946 $35,445 $155,391 

Hoonah $3,218,931 $1,317,075 $4,536,006 

Nome $6,172 $2,345 $310 $8,827 

Seward $1,736,203 $577,195 $101,586 $2,414,984 

Unalaska $32,283 $28,620 $3,148 $64,052 

Valdez $61,845 $1,440 $63,285 

Whittier $1,801,764 $958,385 $2,760,149 

Total $54,142,502 $21,230,721 $17,180,422 $6,051,011 $98,604,657 

6 htt;p://3.209.152.203 /wp-cootcnt/uplond~/2018/04/ I cDowell-(3roup-J uncnu-Visi tor-Prnfilc-nnd-Economic-1 rnpnct
llcport-10-2-201 7.prlf 
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Additionally, approximately $18 million in dockage and moorage fees are earned directly by the 

communities. 

Community Highlights: 

On a national scale, these impacts may not seem so great but consider that the losses to Skagway are 

estimated to exceed 100% of their annual operating budget. In the Mayor's own words, the 

continuation of the no sail order "will mean 2 ½ years with no economy. Somewhere around $330.0 

million in lost revenue for local businesses. People are already moving away. Population is down to 

around 800 from 1,100 last summer. Businesses will fail. A lot of them. We lost professionals in all 

sectors. The municipality will run out of reserves by next August, even with the stimulus funding." 

In a May 2020 report that surveyed tourism-related businesses in Ketchikan, only 26% of businesses 

said they would be able to endure a delayed res tart of the tourism industry in Ketchikan if business do 

not resume until spring 2021. 7 

Interior Alaska is often visited by cruise visitors taking cruise/land tours or exploring the area on their 

own before or after a cruise. According to the Alaska Visitor Statistics Report, in 2016, S 1 % of visitors 

to Denali and 41 % of visitors to Fairbanks came from cruise ships. That year, 21 % of all cruise visitors 

to Alaska visited the interior, with 20% going to Denali and 12% visiting Fairbanks. The same 

percentage stayed overnight in the areas, with average stays of 2 nights at Denali and 1.8 nights in 

Fairbanks. The Interior Alaska city of Talkeetna also benefits from visitors going to or coming from 

cruise ships. In 2016, 39% of visitors to Talkeetna also traveled by cruise ship. In September, Explore 

Alaska reported on the Status of Interior Alaska Tourism Industry Due to COVID-19 (Interior Alaska 

Report). 8 That report estimates that over 160,000 cruise passengers would have visited that region in 

2020. Further, many seasonal hotels in Denali and Fairbanks, often catering to cruise passengers, did 

not open at all in 2020. 

7 Patti Mackey, CE O & President of Ketchikan Visitors Bureau, City of Ketchikan, Ketchikan Tourism Survey -
Impacts of COVID-19 and related information (May 4, 2020), 
https:/ /ketchikan.primegov.com/Portal/viewer?id=l 116&type=2 0ast visited Oct. 4, 2020) . 
8 Explore Fairbanks. Status of Interior Alaska Tourism Industry Due to COVID-19 (Sep. 18, 2020) 
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B. State Level Government Revenue Losses: 

Data from a variety of sources illustrates the revenue loss to the State of Alaska of the cruise 
ship/tourism industry. In total, the loss equates to $90.3 million in 2020 and $134.2 million in 2021. 

Estimated Alaska Tourism Revenues 

Fiscal Year 2019 2020 2021 

Agenc~ - Program a a a 
Millions) Millions\ Millions) 

Department of Revenue $64.4 $39.3 $4.4 

Corporate Income Tax $20.0 $16.5 ill..fil 
Commercial Passenger Vessel Tax $23.0 $0.0 $0.0 

Vehicle Rental Tax .$.11.1 $9.7 $5.7 

Large Passenger Vessel Gambling Tax i1Q1 .$.1ll $0.0 

Deeartment of Fish and Game $27.8 $25.3 $26.6 

Non-Resident Sport Fishing, Stamps $19.2 $16.6 $17.9 

Non-Resident Hunting, Trapping, Tags $8.6 $8.7 $8.8 

Deeartment of Natural Resources $4.6 $4.7 $4.2 

Parks & Outdoor Recreation $4.6 $4.7 $4.2 

Deeartment of Transeortation & Public 
$68.5 $42.9 $30.6 Facilities 

AIAS Passenger-related Revenues $68.5 ~ $30.6 

Deeartment of Environmental Conservation $6.2 $0.9 $3.4 

Ocean Ranger Fees $4.9 $0.8 $2.7 

Environmental Compliance Fees lli ru $0.7 

Alaska Railroad Coq~oration $31.9 $0.0 $0.0 

Cruise Passenger Fares $31.9 $0.0 $0.0 

Statewide Total b~ Fiscal Year $203.4 $113.1 $69.2 

Revenue Change from 2019 $0.0 ($90.3) ($134.2) 
Department of Revenue "Non-Petroleum Corporate Income Tax Collections by Sector, Fiscal Years 2017 -
2020," Tax Division FY 2019 Annual Report, preliminary Tax Division FY 2020 Annual Report, Fall 2020 
revenue forecast, Alaska Department of Fish and Game, Alaska Department of Natural Resources, Alaska 
Department of Transportation & Public Facilities. Data also from the Southeast Conference Report for 
Railroad Revenues. 

C. Wage and Employment Losses 

Below, is a comparison of employment and wages between the first three quarters of 2019 and the 
first three quarters of 2020. The reason this analysis only includes the first three quarters is because 
summer tourism/ cruise ship employment occurs within that time frame. This is not specific to the 
visitor- related industries, but the employment and wage losses in these communities would in large 
part be the result of the non-existent cruise season in 2020. 
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2019 2020 

Average Average Change in 
Percent Change in total 

Total Wages employment Total Wages 
employment employment change in wages 2019 

(Q1-3) (Q1-3) 
(Q1-3) 2019 and employment and 2020 

2020 

Anchorage $6,684,501,651 150,110 $6,535,424,908 137,958 -12, 152 -8.1 ($149,076,743) 

Haines $33,544,610 1,090 $23,168,622 789 -301 -27.6 ($10,375,988) 

Homer $123,183,443 3,620 $123,701,435 3,321 -300 I -8 .3 $517,992 

Hoonah $12,562,507 465 $10,746,667 335 -129 -27,B {$1,815,840) 

Juneau $712,745,410 18,220 $684,040,321 15,850 -2,370 -13 ($28,705,089) 

Kenai 
$761,479,656 20,351 $760,190,763 18,823 -1,528 -7.5 ($1,288,893) Penn 

Ketchikan $269,588,149 7,582 $245,019,243 6,290 -1,292 -17 {$24,568,906) (city) 

Ketchikan 
Gateway $269,724,447 7,585 $245,151,284 6,294 -1,292 -17 ($24,573,163) 
Borough 

Kodiak $200,018,846 5,590 $196,254,619 5,380 -211 -3.B ($3,764,227) (city) 
Kodiak $216,213,697 6,001 $212,128,393 5,795 -205 -3.4 ($4,085,304) Borough 
Nome 

$112,676,458 2,182 $113,089,729 2,091 -90 -4.1 $413,271 (city) 

Seward $83,625,149 2,477 $75,381,529 2,057 -420 -17 ($8,243,620) 

Sitka $161,652,068 4,465 $142,544,432 3,787 -678 -15.2 ($19,107,636) 

Skagway $38,670,925 1,185 $20,056,498 570 -614 -51 .9 ($18,614,427) 

Unalaska $144,718,760 3,082 $145,498,601 3,034 -48 -1 .5 $779,841 

Valdez $122,343,376 2,553 $114,038,196 2,048 -505 -19.B ($8,305, 1 BO) 

Whittier $10,672,283 320 $8,405,505 252 -68 -21 .2 ($2,266,778) 

Wrangell $25,964,159 835 $23,384,854 742 -94 -11 .2 ($2,579,305) 

Total $9,983,885,594 237,713 $9,678,225,599 215,416 -22,297 -9.3 ($305,659,995) 

Source: Alaska Department of Labor and Workforce Development, Research and Analysis Section . Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages 

Job Losses in Southeast: Conference 2020 Tourism Business Leader Survey: 

A survey was conducted by the Southeast Conference from March 20th-25th, 2020. 107 business 

leaders responded to the survey regarding the health of their business at the start of the pandemic. 

These businesses represent communities that rely heavily on the cruise ship industry like Ketchikan, 

Juneau, Skagway, and Sitka. 80% of the responding businesses expressed maximum concerns about 

the impacts of COVID-19 on their business. Out of the 856 tourism workers represented, business 

owners were forced to lay off 642; which equates to a 75% reduction in staffing. This survey also 

reported an average revenue decline of 63% at the start of the pandemic as compared to the same 

time in 2019. 
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D. Revenue Losses to Local Businesses 

The cruise industry is crucial to Alaska tourism and the state's financial well-being. The industry 
includes approximately 2,180 Alaska businesses that provide tours, activities, and services to the cruise 
lines and their passengers, according to Cruise Lines International Association (CUA). The businesses 
range from retail, restaurants, and car-rental companies to air transportation providers, hotels and 
lodges, day cruises, and shore excursions. 

The financial effect of the cruise industry is evident across multiple sectors, including direct visitor 
spending, cruise line spending and payroll, crew member spending, air and ferry tickets, employment 
and labor income, and revenue to municipal and state governments. Losses to local businesses are 
estimated at $1.1 billion based on an analysis by McDowell Group. This is comprised of an estimated 
$700-800 million in direct spending by cruise passengers in local Alaskan communities, $297 million 
in cruise line spending on goods and services, and $22 million in crew member spending while at port. 9 

E. Dockage fee loss 

Docks and harbors have a variety of ownership mixes throughout the state. While many cruise 
operators own the docks that they use in the course of their business, Juneau and Ketchikan own the 
majority of the docking facilities used by cruise ships. These fees, which typically are charged based 
on length of ship, time in port, and use of amenities such as water and dock power, equate to $18.0 
million annually. 

F. Loss in Unemployment Reserve Trust 

The sustainability of the unemployment insurance trust fund is beginning to concern many Alaskans. 
In combined state and federal funding, more than one billion dollars has been paid out to Alaskans 
through the unemployment insurance program. The balance of the UI trust fund was $492. 9 million 
in February of 2020 as compared to the latest balance of $265.8 million. 10 This results in a loss of $227 
million of which $29.8 million can be attributed directly to the cruise industry. 11 

G. Impacts to Gross State Product: 

Prior to the COVID-19 pandemic, the Cruise Line Industry Association (CUA) reported 40 cruise 
ships visited the region, carrying 1.36 million passengers on 577 voyages in 2019. Granular gross state 
product data is not available or tracked by industry. However, according to the McDowell group, the 
total gross economic output of the tourism industry as a whole is $4.5 billion.12 Historically, about 
1.3 million of the 2 million visitors to the state can be attributed to the cruise industry and the 

9 hu.ps://www.akbi;(mng.com/ indusrcy/ murism/aln~k:i.~-ship,hapr,;d-economy/ 
10 Source: Department of Labor and Workforce Development as of 3/26/2021 
11 43,300 direct, indirect, and induced cruise industry jobs per McDowell group as a proportion of 2019 Average Annual 
12 littps: / /www.akbizmng.com/industcy/ muri~ro /aiaskaNbipshapcd-ccc>norrq1 / 
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passengers that they serve, implying a Gross State Product impact of about a $3.0 billion loss in each 
year of the no-sail order. 13 14 

Data from a recent Southeast Conference report (McDowell) illustrates some of the impacts of these 
visitors including 15

: 

• Between $700 and $800 million in direct cruise tourist spending in local communities 16 

• $297 million in cruise line goods, services and Alaska based payroll spending 

• $22 million in crew member spending 

• The generation of $1.5 billion in annual labor income including direct, indirect and induced, 
representing 43,300 jobs 

According to the McDowell group, this visitor spending occurred in various economic sectors, with 
several categories receiving about one-fifth each: lodging (21 percent), gifts (20 percent), food and 
beverage (20 percent), tours (18 percent), and "other," which is largely made up of overnight packages 
that affect several sectors. 

Conclusion: 

The continuation of both the "no-sail" order and the Canadian decision to not allow large cruise ships 
to enter their waters will continue to have a material impact on the State of the Alaska and the health 
of its finances. A return to normalcy would be impactful and represent more Alaskans at work, 
spending money in the local economy and a lower reliance on government programs. It is the goal of 
the Dunleavy Administration to come out of the COVID-19 crisis with resiliency and to give our 
citizens the tools they need to support and foster economic recovery. 

13 hnps://nkcrui~c.org/cconomyfrconomic-impacr-by-rc1•ion/ 
14 GDP from visitor industry taken pro rata with the number of cruise visitors 
15 ht:tps;//www.nkbi:1.mag.com/imlu~tQ' /tourj~m/nloskM-•bipslmpcd-economy / 
16 Economic Impacts Associated with of the Loss of Tourism in Southeast Alaska in 2020 - Southeast Conference and 
Rain Coast Data 
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~ Search .:. Sign In 

North 

Cruise ship giant Carnival buys White Pass & Yukon Route 

Scenic tourist train from Skagway, Alaska to Carcoss, Yukon sold for $290M US 

CBC News · Posted: Jun 07, 2018 2:28 PM CT I Last Updated: June 7, 2018 

The White Pass & Yukon Route railway, which sees thousands of tourists on board each day through the summer, 
has been sold for $290 million US. (Philippe Morin/CBC) 

comments @ 
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1/4/22, 6:35 PM Cruise ship glen! Cemival buys White Pass & Yukon Route I CBC News 

Carnival Corporation & pie - billed as the "world's largest leisure travel company" - is taking 
over the famous White Pass & Yukon Route railway in Alaska. 

Carnival's subsidiary company, Holland America Princess Alaska Tours, has agreed to buy the 
scenic tourist train and railway, along with its port and retail operations in Skagway, Alaska, from 
TWC Enterprises Ltd. for $290 million US. 

The White Pass & Yukon Route train runs every summer on the 110-kilometre historic 

railway between Skagway and Carcross, Yukon. Thousands of people ride the train each day. 

The scenic line connects Skagway, Alaska, with Carcross, Yukon. (Philippe Morin/CBC) 

Many of those riders are cruise ship passengers on a day trip from Skagway. 

According to a news release from Carnival Corp., a Ketchikan, Alaska-based company will 

manage the terminal operations and customer relations for the railway, in agreement with 

https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/north/white-pass-traln-sold-camival-1.4696188 
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1 /4/22., 6:35 PM Cruise ship giant Carnival buys White Pass & Yukon Route I CBC News 

Holland America. 

Stein Kruse, CEO of the Holland America Group, states in the release that Skagway is "beloved by 

our guests and crew." 

"We have a long and valued history in Alaska, and remain very committed to the continued 

development and success of the entire region as one our most popular destinations," he says. 

Built during the gold rush 

Construction on the historic railway began almost exactly 120 years ago - on May 28, 1898, at 

the height of the Klondike Gold Rush. 

It was a massive feat of engineering, involving thousands of men, tons of imported timber (local 

timber splintered too easily), and plenty of dynamite. Two tunnels and several bridges and 

trestles had to be built through the steep mountains. 

The railway- built during the Klondike Gold Rush - was a feat of engineering. Starting at sea level in 
Skagway, it climbs to an elevation of about 3,000 feet in the first 30 kilometres. (Philippe Morin/CBC) 
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The line to Carcross was complete in July 1900 - just over two years after work had begun. At 

least 35 workers had died during construction, according to the company. 

For decades, the railway carried ore to Skagway to be loaded onto ships. It also 

supplied materials to the U.S. Army building the Alaska Highway during the Second World War. 

By the early 1980s, the train suspended operations, but the route was revived in 1988 as a 

tourist train. 

Since then, it's become a huge part of Skagway's tourism industry. Thousands of people pour off 

of cruise ships in Skagway each summer to explore the area. The railway has said 5,000 to 6,000 

people ride the train on a typical day. 

Explore Skagway 
@skagway _alaska 

Good Morning! Skagway survived it's first 11,000 
passenger day yesterday! Here's a snippet of what the day 
was like at The A.B. Hall. #thisisskagway 

Watch on Twitter 

Carnival's purchase of the White Pass and Yukon Route will include three docks in Skagway, that 

provide berths for some cruise ships. 

The deal is scheduled to close on July 31. 

• White Pass scenic train service suspended after rock slide 

Popular Now in News 
1 Active cases of COVID-19 at record highs in Alberta as Omicron spurs spread 

515 reading now 

https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/north/white-pass-train-sold-camival-1.4696188 

SGY-2000, Page 43 of 423 EXHIBITE 
Page 4 of 6 

4/6 



EXC.SGY-000264

1/4/22, 6:35 PM Cruise ship giant Carnival buys While Pass & Yukon Route I CBC News 

2 UPDATED 

Kevin J. Johnston arrested in U.S. after failing to show up for jall sentences In Ontario and Alberta 

438 reading now 

3 Hospitallzatlons up 54% In 1 week, as B.C. records 2,542 new cases of COVID-19 

432 reading now 

4 This woman went to hospital with back pain and died. Now her family wants answers from Niagara 
Health 

366 reading now 

5 THE LATEST 

Coronavirus: What's happening in Canada and around the world on Tuesday 

343 reading now 

RECOMMENDED FOR YOU 0 

This woman went to hospital 
with back pain and died. Now 
her family wants answers from 
Niagara Health 

Jessica Maxwell 

News - Canada - Hamilton 

Active cases of COVID-19 at 
record highs in Alberta as 
Omicron spurs spread 

News - Canada - Edmonton 

With Omicron dominating, 
businesses need plans for 
staying open as staff get sick: 
PHO 

News - Canada - British Columbia 

2 GTA hospitals declare 'code orange' as Ontario 
prepares to tighten public health measures 

U.S. defeats Canada In first dispute under new 
North American trade pact 
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1/4/22, 6:35 PM 

News - Canada - Toronto 

Cruise ship giant Carnival buys White Pass & Yukon Route I CBC News 

Alexander Panetta 

News - World 

©2022 CBC/Radio-Canada. All rights reserved. 

Visitez Radio-Canada.ca 
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ABSTRACT 

Alaska Statute 43.52.260 requires the Alaska Department of 
Commerce, Community, and Economic Development (DCCED) 
to prepare a triennial Commercial Passenger Vessel (CPV) Excise 
Tax report that "describes the projected needs of communities to 
safely and efficiently host passengers who pay the tax and 
summarizes the extent to which appropriations of tax proceeds 
have been used to defray hosting costs." 

This report includes trends in Alaska cruise passenger volume, an 
overview of CPV Excise Tax revenue (CPV revenue) shared with 
local governments, CPV-related legislative grants to communities, 
and community profiles. The profiles describe (1) how a 
community identifies infrastructure and services required to host 
cruise vessels and their passengers, (2) priorities for spending CPV 
revenue, and (3) CPV expenditures since the implementation of 
the excise tax. 

Multiple state and local government agencies are involved with 
CPV tax administration, revenue distribution, and reporting -
each generating information in a variety of formats and 
timeframes (i.e., fiscal year or calendar year). Additionally, 
community expenditures oftentimes span multiple fiscal years. To 
simplify the reporting process, DCCED reports total cruise 
passengers by calendar year, CPV revenue distribution by fiscal 
year, municipal expenditures by project and total value, and 
legislative appropriations by the fiscal year for which the money is 
appropriated. 

The State of Alaska, Department of Commerce, Community, and Economic Development complies with Title 
II of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990. This publication is available in alternative communication 
formats upon request. Please contact (907) 269-4560 or lorence.williams@alaska.gov to make any necessary 
arrangements. 

Telephonic Device for the Deaf (IDD): (907) 465-5437 
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Introduction 

Alaska Statute 43.52.260 requires the Alaska Department of Commerce, Community, and Economic Development 
(DCCED) to prepare a triennial Commercial Passenger Vessel (CPV) Excise Tax Report that describes the "projected 
needs of communities to safely and efficiently host passengers and summarizes the extent to which appropriations of 
tax proceeds have been used to defray hosting costs." 

The information in this report adds to information published in two previous reports: 

• Commercial Passenger Vessel Excise Tax: Communi!J Needs, Priorities, Shared Revenue, and Expenditures (Fiscal Years 
2007-2014), Alaska Department of Commerce, Community, and Economic Development Qanuary 2014) 
bt.q;,s://www.commerce.alask;l.goy/web/Pomls/6/pub/TourismResean:h/ 00%20CPV%20Report%20FT AL.pdf 

• A Petformance Audit ef the Department Of Commerce, Communiry, and Economic Devdopment and Department Of Revenue 
Commercial Passenger Vessel (CPV) Tax Program, Alaska State Legislature, Division of Legislative Audit 
(February 2016) 

Imp: //kr,taudit.a kleg.gov /doc~/audits/spccial / dor/30083,qn-2016.pd f 

To prepare the CPV Excise Tax Report, the DCCED Division of Economic Development (DED) contacted 17 city 
and/ or borough governments that had received CPV Excise Tax revenue (CPV revenue) between FY2007 and 
FY2016. Managers, finance directors, harbormasters, grant managers, economic development directors, and/ or 
planners contributed information on (1) how a community identifies needed infrastructure and services necessary to 
host cruise ships and their passengers, (2) the community's priorities for spending CPV revenue in the future, and (3) 
how the community has spent CPV revenues through FY2016. This information is summarized in the Communiry 
Profiles section of this report. In addition, this report includes trends in Alaska cruise passenger volume, an overview of 
CPV revenue, and a summary of CPV-related legislative grants. The information is presented as follows: 

• Total cruise passengers by calendar year 
• CPV revenue distribution by fiscal year 
• Local government expenditures expenditures by project and total value 
• Legislative appropriations by the fiscal year for which the money is appropriated 

Alaska Cruise Visitors 

Between May and September 2016 
cruise passengers to Alaska 
exceeded the one million mark for 
the first time since recession-related 
declines brought passenger volume 
to a decade low of 878,000 
passengers during 2010. 2016 
passenger volume approached the 
2008 record high of 1,033,100 cruise 
visitors (Figure 1). Cruise passengers 
make up nearly 60 percent of 
Alaska's summer visitors. 

February 2017 
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Figure 1. Trends in Alaska Cruise Visitor Volume 
2007 to 2016 

1,033,100 
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Source: Alaska Visitor Statistics Program VI, McDowell Group Inc. Data include small cruise vessels carrying 
less than 250 passengers. 
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CPV Revenue Overview 

The State of Alaska collected the CPV Excise Tax for the first time during calendar year 2007. Initially, the first five 

ports of call were eligible to receive $5 for each passenger who paid the CPV Excise Tax. The Alaska Department of 

Revenue (DOR) distributed a portion of the 2007 taxes during FY2007 and the remainder during FY2008. DOR 

distributed 2008 taxes to the communities during January 2009 (FY2009), and so forth. 

Fourteen Alaska ports have received CPV revenue since 2007. These include ports in seven Southeast, five 

Southcentral, and two Western Alaska communities. Juneau receives the largest number of passengers, followed by 

Ketchikan and Skagway. Table 1 shows the number of total cruise ship passengers by port to illustrate the total 

passenger activity. Not all of passengers were subject to the CPV Excise Tax. Passengers pay the tax if the following 

three criteria apply: (1) they are traveling on cruise ships that have 250 or more berths, (2) the cruise ship provides 

overnight accommodations in Alaska's marine waters, and (3) the voyage lasts more than 72 hours. 

2007 2008 

Anchorage 

Haines 27,659 50,121 

Homer 1,163 

Hoonah 161,920 126,381 

Juneau 1,017,341 1,032,274 

Ketchikan 901,595 941,910 

Kodiak 4,709 11,903 

Seward 156,014 165,959 

Sitka 233,936 289,753 

Skagway 820,829 781,676 

Unalaska 2,534 709 

Valdez 5,553 

Whittier 225,071 220,117 

Wrangell 5,192 4,002 

Table 1. Community Cruise Passenger Volume 

2007 to 2016 

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 

256 12,828 14,939 10,030 499 5,280 

43,550 32,259 27,176 31,007 32,378 29,133 

1,674 12,828 14,990 8,833 254 5,662 

134,575 122,974 127,866 120,786 124,320 142,416 

1,019,507 879,310 875,947 927,941 978,559 953,055 

936,220 828,929 844,412 894,320 948,685 884,503 

10,235 19,372 14,715 11,551 3,231 8,809 

163,056 136,129 132,779 136,892 125,183 141,442 

224,335 144,383 129,380 110,714 99,920 90,182 

785,034 697,060 708,981 755,681 821,874 819,239 

3,398 956 707 1,371 1,285 2,652 

6,367 469 332 382 

212,598 126,866 130,312 170,758 202,336 162,002 

3,842 3,869 4,719 678 6,417 5,171 

Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. Data do not include small cruise vessels carrying less than 250 passengers. 

2015 2016 

11,017 10,914 

42,515 41,685 

11,399 10,071 

150,434 159,132 

976,367 1,004,774 

944,525 947,972 

13,559 15,208 

183,124 191,469 

117,546 122,944 

815,541 817,308 

4,112 6,526 

146,528 129,894 

7,471 7,926 

During the second session of the 26th Legislature (2010), Alaska lawmakers approved changes to the way the CPV 

Excise Tax would be distributed (§ 13ch 101 SLA 2010), permitting revenue sharing with the first seven port 

communities. When eligible ports of call are cities located in a borough, the city and borough each receive $2.50 of 

each $5 passenger fee. 

Between FY2007 and FY2016, 17 city and borough governments received CPV revenue totaling $114,307,816 (Table 

4) . Three borough governments (i.e., Kenai Peninsula Borough, Ketchikan Gateway Borough, and Kodiak Island 

Borough) share the $5 per passenger allocation with the city governments of the port communities (i.e., Homer, 

Ketchikan, Kodiak, and Seward) that host the cruise passengers. 

Prior to the changes made to the CPV Excise Tax statutes in 2010, communities with passenger taxes or fees had to 

repeal them before they could share in the proceeds of the CPV Excise Tax. As of October 31, 2010, the new state 

law allowed communities that levy their own passenger fee to retain their fee and share in CPV revenue provided that 

the local tax or fee had been enacted before December 17, 2007. The City and Borough of Juneau and the City of 

Ketchikan had local passenger fees prior to the stipulated date and received their first CPV revenue payments during 

FY2012. 
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Between FY2007 and FY2016, three recipient governments accounted for two-thirds of all shared CPV revenue 

(Table 2). The DOR distributed $34.6 million (30.3 percent) to the Municipality of Skagway, $21.7 million (19.0 

percent) to the City and Borough of Juneau, and $19.3 million (16.9 percent) to the Ketchikan Gateway Borough. The 

remaining CPV revenue distributions, totaling nearly $38.7 million, range from a high of more than $10 million to the 

City of Ketchikan to a low of $30,000 to the City of Unalaska. 

Table 2. CPV Revenue Shared with Local Governments 

By Total CPV Revenue and Percent of Total 

FY2007 to FY2016 
Total Percent of Total 

Skagway, Municipality $34,578,520 30.25% 

Juneau, City and Borough* $21,700,075 18.98% 

Ketchikan Gateway Borough $19,312,073 16.89% 

Ketchikan, City• $10,339,236 9.05% 

Whittier, City $7,777,775 6.80% 

Hoonah, City $5,963,645 5.22% 

Sitka, City and Borough $5,501,170 4.81% 

Kenai Peninsula Borough $3,395,505 2.97% 

Seward, City $3,260,861 2.85% 

Haines Borough $1,480,380 1.30% 

Anchorage, Municipality $262,485 0.23% 

Kodiak, City $176,005 0.15% 

Kodiak Island Borough $176,005 0.15% 

Wrangell, City and Borough $154,085 0.13% 

Homer, City $134,643 0.12% 

Valdez, City $65,335 0.06% 

Unalaska, City $30,020 0.03% 

$114,307,816 100% 

• Received shared CPV revenue payments beginning in FY2012 

CPV-Related Legislative Grants 

In addition to shared CPV revenue, the legislature appropriated $113,044,700 in grants to cities and boroughs in this 

report from the Commercial Vessel Passenger Tax Account. Table 3 (continues on page 4) provides information 

about grants to each recipient by the fiscal year in which the grants were distributed (FY2009 to FY2015). There were 

no legislative grants appropriated from the Commercial Vessel Passenger Tax Account for FY2016. 

Fiscal Year 

2010 

2010 

2012 

2009 

2010 

2011 

2012 

2011 

2011 

2012 

2009 

February 2017 

Table 3. Legislative Grants from CPV Tax Account to CPV Shared Revenue Recipients 

FY2009 to FY2015 
Recipient 

Anchorage, Municipality 

Anchorage, Municipality 

Anchorage, Municipality 

Haines Borough 

Haines Borough 

Haines Borough 

Homer, City 

Hoonah, City 

Hoonah, City 

Hoonah, City 

Juneau, City and Borough 

Project 

Port of Anchorage Expansion 

Egan Center Cruise Passenger Staging and Upgrades 

Alaska Aviation Museum Energy and Safety Improvements 

Port Chilkoot Cruise Ship Dock Repairs and Debt Retirement 

Port Chilkoot Waterfront Improvements 

Port Chilkoot Cruise Ship Dock Upgrade 

Cruise Ship Dock and Passenger Facility Improvements 

Cruise Ship Passenger Walkway Construction and Upgrades 

Harbor Improvements 

Berthing Facility 

Airport Cruise Passenger Baggage and Facility Safety Improvements 

Alaska Division of Economic Development 
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Appropriation 

$10,000,000 

$1,000,000 

$495,000 

$1,543,700 

$1,900,000 

$2,910,000 

$6,000,000 

$1,500,000 

$1,000,000 

$1,000,000 

$1,300,000 
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Fiscal Year 

2009 

2010 

2010 

2011 

2015 

2015 

2009 

2010 

2010 

2011 

2014 

2009 

2010 

2012 

2012 

2010 

2010 

2011 

2011 

2012 

2012 

2012 

2010 

2011 

2011 

2012 

2015 

2009 

2010 

2011 

2011 

2015 

2009 

2010 

2010 

2010 

2010 

2010 

2011 

2011 

Table 3. Legislative Grants from CPV Tax Account to CPV Shared Revenue Recipients 

FY2009 to FY2015 
Recipient Project 

Juneau, City and Borough 
Commercial Passenger Vessel Dock Retaining Wall Repair and 
Replacement 

Juneau, City and Borough Cruise Ship Dock Improvements 

Juneau, City and Borough Auke Bay Seawalk Construction 

Juneau, City and Borough Cruise Ship Dock Improvements 

Juneau, City and Borough Last Chance Basin Well Field 

Juneau, City and Borough Salmon Creek Water Treatment 

Ketchikan, City Port of Ketchikan Berths I and II Replacement 

Ketchikan, City Port of Ketchikan Berth I and II Replacement 

Ketchikan, City Reconstruction of Downtown Bridges and Trestles 

Ketchikan, City Replace Cruise Ship Berths I and II 

Ketchikan, City Ketchikan Promenade 

Kodiak, City Cruise Ship/Pier II Master Plan 

Kodiak, City 
Pedestrian Improvements Between Cruise Ship Dock (Pier II) and 
Downtown Kodiak 

Kodiak, City Pedestrian Pathway Planning and Design 

Kodiak, City Pier and Downtown Pedestrian Improvements 

Seward, City Bus Transportation Assistance for Cruise Ship Passengers 

Seward, City Dredging Cruise Ship Berthing Basins and Approaches 

Seward, City 
Commercial Passenger Vessel Harbor Security - Coast Guard Building 
Relocation 

Seward, City Security and Fire Protection for Commercial Passenger Vessels 

Seward, City Cruise Ship Boardwalk Expansion 

Seward, City Harbor Restrooms Improvements 

Seward, City Water Storage Tank 

Sitka, City and Borough Commercial Passenger Vessel Lightering Facility Improvements 

Sitka, City and Borough Commercial Passenger Vessel Facilities and Visitor Improvements 

Sitka, City and Borough Crescent Harbor Sidewalk Widening 

Sitka, City and Borough Commercial Passenger Vessel and Visitors Facility Improvements 

Sitka, City and Borough Commercial Passenger Vessel and Visitors Facility Improvements 

Skagway, Municipality Seawalk lntermodal Cruise Ship Access Project 

Skagway, Municipality 
Municipal Wastewater Treatment Facility Improvements Due to 
Seasonal Cruise Impacts 

Skagway, Municipality Commercial Passenger Vessel Lightering and Harbor Improvements 

Skagway, Municipality 
Municipal Wastewater Treatment Facility Improvements Due to 
Seasonal Cruise Impacts 

Skagway, Municipality Float Extension to Serve Cruise Passengers 

Valdez, City Cruise Ship Dock Renovation and Uplands Repair 

Valdez, City City Dock Information and Interpretative Center 

Valdez, City Dock Improvements 

Whittier, City and Borough Railroad Station Improvements 

Wrangell, City and Borough 
Construction Activities to Complete the Marine Passenger Vessel 
Center 

Wrangell, City and Borough Stikine Avenue Sidewalk Extension 

Wrangell, City and Borough Commercial Passenger Vessel Facility 

Wrangell, City and Borough Waterfront Master Plan 

Appropriation 

$1,500,000 

$2,500,000 

$800,000 

$9,000,000 

$1,350,000 

$204,000 

$3,000,000 

$3,000,000 

$5,000,000 

$10,000,000 

$1,300,000 

$250,000 

$700,000 

$384,000 

$1,600,000 

$167,000 

$2,508,000 

$300,000 

$2,000,000 

$25,000 

$130,000 

$1,992,000 

$2,000,000 

$4,500,000 

$1,000,000 

$3,000,000 

$3,300,000 

$2,000,000 

$2,500,000 

$4,000,000 

$800,000 

$800,000 

$1,67S,000 

$800,000 

$3,325,000 

$325,000 

$2,500,000 

$390,000 

$3,250,000 

$75,000 

Total $113,044,700 

Note: Table continued from the previous page. 
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Community Profiles-Needs, Priorities, and Expenditures 

The Community Profiles section includes a summary for the city and borough governments that share in CPV revenue. 

To provide an understanding of the overall cruise ship traffic to a community, the summaries include port calls and all 

cruise passengers between 2007 and 2016, regardless of whether the passengers pay the tax. 

The profiles describe how communities identify cruise ship vessel and passenger priorities and needs. In most cases, 

these priorities and needs are documented in local comprehensive plans, annual budget reports, waterfront master 

plans, port and harbor development plans, and studies undertaken specifically to determine how to spend CPV 

revenue. The most recent study completed to assist decision making is the Ketchikan Cruise Industry Survrys prepared by 

the McDowell Group during 2016. In addition to planning documents and studies (identified in each profile), eight of 

the seventeen communities said that one or more of the following groups recommend priorities and needs to city 

assemblies, city councils, or borough officials: city staff, planning commission, port commission, visitors bureau, 

chamber of commerce, the cruise industry, and interested stakeholders. Finally, the Ketchikan Gateway Borough 

conducts an annual assessment of the cost of maintaining infrastructure and providing setvices to cruise ship 

passengers and crew. The borough uses this assessment to determine priorities for spending CPV revenue. 

Ten of seventeen communities said port facilities were priorities to be funded by CPV revenue. Port projects included 

wharf pile maintenance, dock and gangway replacement, port improvements, dredging, moorage floats, security floats, 

floating docks, berth design and construction, seawall repairs, moving the cruise ship berth to downtown, etc. Eight 

communities listed other CPV setvices as priorities. Setvices ranged from upgrades to local setvice infrastructure 

necessary to hosting cruise ship passengers (i.e., sewage treatment, waste management, water delivery systems, public 

and fire safety, transportation) to visitor experience enhancement (i.e., trail improvements, seawalks, visitor center and 

convention center upgrades, sidewalks, interpretive centers, restrooms, covered walkways, and enclosed rest areas). 

Four communities listed harbor infrastructure as a priority; projects included harbor dredging, floats, upland 

development, seawalk and wave barriers, and harbor float replacement. 

All communities have processes to vet proposed projects for CPV funding and to clarify the community's needs and 

priorities for hosting cruise ships. The annual budget process with public comment is the most visible and prominent 

process in all communities. A number of communities work closely with the visitor industry, cruise industry, and 

business community. For example, the City of Ketchikan has a three-part process to ensure programs and capital 

improvement projects conform to state and federal law: (1) review federal and state law regarding use of the CPV 

Excise Tax; (2) vet projects with representatives of the cruise industry and other interested parties; (3) conduct public 

process where public is involved with city council to set priorities and approve projects. In another example, the 

Kenai Peninsula Borough vets projects through an annual grant program available to Seward and Homer. Grant 

projects must comply with state and federal statute governing CPV revenue, and communities submit a final narrative 

and financial report when the projects are complete to ensure requirements are met. 

The Community Profiles also include a summary of CPV revenue shared with communities, CPV-related legislative 

grants, and CPV expenditures. The municipal, city, and borough governments eligible to receive CPV revenue 

between FY2007 and FY2016 spent CPV revenues on port facilities, harbor infrastructure, or other CPV services. 

Spending for capital projects often span multiple fiscal years, so expenditures are summarized by total spending by 

project rather than spending by fiscal year. In communities where cruise ship passenger numbers and CPV revenue 

are relatively small, the revenue is used primarily to offset costs of providing setvices directly to the cruise ships 

vessels and the passengers, to support ongoing maintenance at the port, or on larger infrastructure projects funded 

primarily through other sources. 
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FY2007 FYZOOS 

Anchorage (M) 

Haines (CB) $6,290 $107,930 

Homer(C) 

Hoonah (C) $14,015 $536,010 

Juneau• (CB) 

Kenai Peninsula 
$16,223 $367,430 (B) 

Ketchikan (C) 

Ketchikan 
$203,810 $2,040,775 Gateway(B) 

Kodiak (C) $5,103 

Kodiak Island (B) $5,103 

Seward (C) $16,222 $367,430 

Sitka (C) $103,325 $1,025,670 

Skagway(M) $339,855 $3,717,410 

Unalaska (C) 

Valdez (C) 

Whittier (C) $44,840 $1,059,970 

Wrangell (CB) 

Table 4. CPV Revenue Shared with Local Governments 
FY2007 to FY2016 

FYZ009 FYZOlO FYZOll FYZOlZ FY2013 FY2014 

$865 $63,575 $66,190 $48,570 $2,975 

$215,410 $204,635 $154,270 $146,680 $154,080 $140,635 
$2,898 $3,725 $31,788 $21,710 $33,542 

$359,155 $640,015 $1,130,220 $636,345 $610,105 $626,225 

$4,096,730 $4,151,020 $4,598,565 

$348,645 $391,138 $406,080 $357,553 $364,975 $307,578 

$1,947,248 $1,977,770 $2,240,210 

$2,326,147 $2,313,793 $2,088,312 $1,947,248 $1,977,770 $2,240,210 

$24,778 $25,487 $15,763 $32,622 $23,473 $4,600 

$24,778 $25,487 $15,763 $32,622 $23,473 $4,600 

$345,747 $387,413 $374,293 $324,865 $343,265 $306,723 

$1,359,030 $1,078,480 $706,505 $414,130 $135,355 $302,985 

$3,862,970 $3,904,825 $3,455,540 $3,470,720 $3,728,105 $4,062,215 

$7,620 $3,000 $1,310 $4,120 $4,165 

$28,355 $31,730 $2,335 $1,650 $1,265 

$1,001,985 $1,045,550 $695,790 $637,265 $828,865 $950,635 
$9,975 $26,180 $2,510 $19,350 $1,730 $31,430 

FY201S FYZ016• Total 

$26,200 $54,110 $262,485 

$144,020 $206,430 $1,480,380 

$13,925 $27,055 $134,643 

$688,980 $722,575 $5,963,645 

$4,393,395 $4,460,365 $21,700,075 

$361,658 $474,225 $3,395,505 

$2,032,375 $2,141,633 $10,339,236 

$2,032,375 $2,141,633 $19,312,073 

$13,925 $30,255 $176,006 

$13,925 $30,255 $176,006 

$347,733 $447,170 $3,260,861 

$157,340 $218,350 $5,501,170 

$4,008,335 $4,028,545 $34,578,520 

$1,650 $8,155 $30,020 

$65,335 

$791,550 $721,325 $7,777,775 

$24,065 $38,845 $154,085 
Total $744,580 $9,232,831 $9,909,873 $10,086,943 $9,145,744 $14,132,528 $14,394,386 $15,858,558 $15,051,450 $15,750,925 $114 ,307,818 

Sources: Department of Revenue Tax Division, Shared Taxes and Fees FY2015, Commercial Passenger Vessel Excise Tax Report to the Legislature (January 2014), and Shared 
Taxes and Fees FY2009. 

Note: Borough (B), City (C), City and Borough (CB), Municipality (M) 

*Estimates are subject to change until the FY2016 Annual Shared Revenue Report is published during spring 2017. 
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MUNICIPALITY OF ANCHORAGE 

Unified Home Rule Borough 

2015 Population: 298,908 

FY2007 to FY2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: $262,485 

PROFILE 

The Municipality of Anchorage 1s located m 
Southcentral Alaska at the base of the Chugach 

Mountains along the coast of Cook Inlet. Anchorage is 

home to the state's main air hub, the Ted Stevens 

Anchorage International Airport. Paved highways 

connect Anchorage with Fairbanks, Valdez, the Kenai 

Peninsula, Denali National Park and Preserve, and 

Wrangell-St. Elias National Park and Preserve. The 

Alaska Railroad's main passenger depot, also located 

in Anchorage, runs from Seward to Fairbanks. 

Anchorage Cruise Ship Visitors 
2007 to 2016 

Calendar Year Ship Calls Passengers 

2007 - -
2008 - -

2009 1 256 

2010 9 12,828 

2011 11 14,939 

2012 8 10,030 

2013 1 499 

2014 4 5,280 

2015 9 11,017 

2016 9 10,914 

Total 52 65,763 

Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. 

Although a major transportation hub for air, highway, 

and rail trave~ Anchorage receives a modest amount 

of cruise visitors. Since inception of the CPV Excise 

Tax, Anchorage has hosted 52 cruise ship calls and 

nearly 66,000 cruise passengers. Holland America 

Line's Maasdam visited the Port of Anchorage every 

other Monday from May to September during 2016. 

In 2016, Anchorage also had the first overnight stay at 

the port in many years. The overnight port call allowed 

passengers to enjoy an extended stay in Anchorage 

and take advantage of land tours not otherwise 

available. 

PROJECTED NEEDS OF COMMUNITY 

The Municipality of Anchorage appropriates shared 

CPV revenue to the Port of Anchorage through the 

annual budget process. Because of the relatively small 

number of cruise vessels the city receives each year, 

the Municipality of Anchorage uses CPV revenue to 

augment funding for operational costs to maintain 

port infrastructure. 

Port Facilities Operational costs and security 

Source: Port of Anchorage. 

CPV REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

Between FY2010 and FY2016, the Municipality of 

Anchorage received $262,485 in CPV revenue, ranging 

from a low distribution of $865 for FY2010 to a high 

distribution of $66,190 for FY2012. CPV revenue for 

FY2016 was $54,110. 

CPV Revenue Distribution 
FY2007 to FY2016 

Fiscal Year Amount Passengers1 

2007 - -
2008 - -
2009 - -
2010 $865 173 

2011 $63,575 12,715 

2012 $66,190 13,238 

2013 $48,570 9,714 

2014 $2,975 595 

2015 $26,200 5,240 

2016 $54,110 10,822 

Total $262,485 52,497 

Source: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 

10nly includes passengers that pay the CPV Excise Tax. Fiscal year 
disbursements are based on passenger numbers during the prior 

calendar year. 
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LEGISLATIVE GRANTS 

In addition to sharing in CPV revenue, the 

Municipality of Anchorage received nearly $11.5 

million in legislative grants from the Commercial 

Vessel Passenger Tax Account, primarily for port 
infrastructure. 

CPV-Related Legislative Grants 

Fiscal Year Project Amount 

2010 
Egan Center cruise passenger 

$1,000,000 
staging upgrades 

2010 Port of Anchorage expansion $10,000,000 

Alaska Aviation Museum 

2012 energy and safety $495,000 
improvements 

Total $11,495,000 
Sources: Alaska Division of Community and Regional Affairs and Alaska 
State Legislature, Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

CPV REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

The Port of Anchorage uses CPV revenue for port 
facilities such as the Wharf Pile Enhancement Project 

at the Port of Anchorage. 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 
FY2007 to FY2016 

Category Description 

Port Wharf Pile Enhancement 

Facilities Project (Port of Anchorage) 

Expenditures 

$262,485 

Total $262,485 

Sources: Port of Anchorage and Alaska State Legislature Alaska State 
Legislature, Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

CONTACT 

Cheryl J. Beckham 
Finance & Administration Manager 
Port of Anchorage 

907-343-6204 
beckhamcj@muni.org 

February 2017 Municipality of Anchorage 8 
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HAINES BOROUGH 

Non-Unified Home Rule Borough 

2015 Population: 2,493 

FY2007 to FY2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: $1,480,380 

PROFILE 

Haines Borough is located on the shores of Lynn 

Canal between the Chilkoot and Chilkat Rivers, 80 air 

miles northwest of Juneau. The community's 

proximity to Glacier Bay National Park, the Chilkat 

Bald Eagle Preserve, Kluane National Park, and 

Tatshenshini-Alsek Provincial Park is a draw for 

visitors. In the Alaska cruise market, the community's 

ability to attract cruise ships is highly dependent upon 

the availability of Glacier Bay permits, overall growth 

of the cruise market, and docking capacity in Skagway. 

Haines Cruise Ship Visitors 

2007 to 2016 

Calendar Year Ship Calls Passengers 

2007 77 27,659 

2008 107 50,121 

2009 72 43,550 

2010 44 32,259 

2011 21 27,176 

2012 22 31,007 

2013 21 32,378 

2014 20 29,133 

2015 29 42,515 

2016 29 41,685 

Total 442 357,483 

Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. Estimates do not include Un

cruise Adventures or Alaskan Dream Cruises. 

Haines received 442 ship calls and more than 357,000 

total cruise visitors between 2007 and 2016. Cruise 

visitation peaked at more than 50,000 visitors during 

2008 when Princess Cruises and Holland America 

Line added Haines to their itineraries, but declined 

again when Majestic America Line and Cruise West 

ceased operations in 2008 and 2010, respectively. 

Passenger numbers during 2016 are estimated to be 30 

percent below peak visitation during 2008. During 

2017, Haines will see Seabourn Cruises in port, as well 

as additional visits from Princess Cruises and Royal 

Caribbean International. 

PROJECTED NEEDS OF COMMUNITY 

The borough manager, harbor master, tourism 

director, finance director, and public facilities director, 

recommend projects to the assembly to be funded by 

the CPV Excise Tax revenue. The appropriation 

process requires a minimum of three public meetings 

and two public hearings. The assembly also conducts a 

budget work session devoted to the Capital 

Improvement Program, which includes CPV projects. 

The borough also considers visitors' input on 

infrastructure. In a 2011 study of cruise and fast ferry 

visitors, cruise visitors said a continuous walkway 

along the waterfront was most important to them, 

followed by better directional signage. 

Finally, the Haines Borough 2025 Comprehensive Plan 

addresses future priorities for crwse vessel 

infrastructure, including major repairs at the Port 

Chilkoot Cruise Ship Dock. The plan acknowledges 

the continuous waterfront walkway as a priority. The 

walkway and access project will continue as 

construction starts on the adjacent small boat harbor 

and will eventually connect the Port Chilkoot Dock to 

current and new sidewalks as well as to trails. 

Priority Projects for CPV Revenue 
Category Description 
Port Wooden dock and gangway replacement on Port 

Facilities Chilkoot Cruise Ship Dock 

Port 
Port facility improvements: double berth, moorage 

Facilities 
float, new viewing/queuing area, and benches on 

Port Chilkoot Cruise Ship Dock 

Continuation of waterfront access from the PC 

Port Dock to adjacent parks, trails, and harbor. Providing 

Facilities safe, interpretive, and accessible walkways during 

and after the Haines Small Boat Harbor expansion. 
Source: Hames Borough. 

CPV REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

Between FY2007 and FY2016, the Haines Borough 

received nearly $1.5 million in CPV revenue. The 

highest distribution amount was $215,410 received in 

FY2009. 

February 2017 Haines Borough 
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CPV Revenue Distribution 

FY2007 to FY2016 

Fiscal Year Amount Passengers1 

20072 $6,290 1,258 

20082 $107,930 21,586 

2009 $215,410 43,082 

2010 $204,635 40,927 

2011 $154,270 30,854 

2012 $146,680 29,336 

2013 $154,080 30,816 

2014 $140,635 28,127 

2015 $144,020 28,804 

2016 $206,430 41,286 

Total $1,480,380 296,076 

Source: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 
1Only includes passengers that pay CPV Excise Tax. Fiscal year 
disbursements are based on passenger numbers during the prior 
calendar year. 
2First year revenue from calendar year 2007 was disbursed partially in 
FY2007 and the remainder during FY2008. 

LEGISLATIVE GRANTS 

In addition to sharing in CPV revenue, the Haines 
Borough received legislative grants for port-related 

projects from the Commercial Vessel Passenger Tax 

Account. These grants provided funding for repairs, 

improvements and upgrades at the Port Chilkoot 
Cruise Ship Dock. 

CPV-Related Legislative Grants 

Fiscal Year Project Amount 

2009 
Port Chilkoot Cruise Ship Dock 

$1,543,700 
repairs and debt retirement 

2010 
Port Chilkoot waterfront 

$1,900,000 
improvements 

2011 Port Chilkoot Dock upgrade $2,910,000 

Total $6,353,700 
Source: Alaska Division of Community and Regional Affairs and Alaska 
State Legislature, Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

CPV REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

The Haines Borough uses CPV revenue for port 

infrastructure and other CPV services to cruise 
passengers such as security, restrooms, signage, bear 

safety, transportation, visitor information, etc. 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 
FY2007 to FY2016 

Category Description Expenditures 

Other CPV Services Cruise ship survey $20,000 

Other CPV Services 
Miscellaneous materials 

$5,000 
and equipment 

Other CPV Services Refurbish keystone drill $23,000 

Other CPV Services Totem pole project $5,000 

Other CPV Services Picture point grant match $80,009 

Other CPV Services Signage $44,000 

Other CPV Services Bear saver trash cans $6,000 

Other CPV Services Dock flowers $50,800 

Other CPV Services Park benches $3,000 

Other CPV Services Chilkoot bear monitor $2,000 

Other CPV Services 
Electric hand dryers for 

$6,000 
restrooms 

Other CPV Services Restroom janitorial $83,681 

Other CPV Services Temporary restroom $67,000 

Other CPV Services Cruise ship shuttle $161,700 

Other CPV Services 
Repairs and maintenance 

$10,010 
(people mover cart) 

Other CPV Services 
Repair visitor center 

$11,000 
restrooms 

Other CPV Services Tourism kiosk PC Dock $20,000 

Other CPV Services Tourism labor $109,404 

Other CPV Services People mover dock cart $17,458 

Other CPV Services 
Police/Dispatch Labor 

$7,800 
(extra on ship days) 

Port Facilities Dock facility maintenance $18,503 

Port Facilities 
PC Dock trestle 

$561,216 
replacement 

Port Facilities Lightering dock electricity $8,000 

Port Facilities Lightering dock repair $7,000 

Port Facilities Port/harbor labor $120,944 

Port Facilities Cruise Ship Water $6,000 
Total $1,454,525 

Sources: Haines Borough and Alaska State Legislature, Division of 
Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

RELATED INFORMATION 

• Haines Borough. 2012. Haines Borough 2025 
Comprehensive Plan. 

• McDowell Group, Inc. 2011. Haines Cruise and Fast 
Ferry Passenger S urory. 

CONTACT 

Leslie Ross 

Tourism Director 

Haines Borough 
907-766-2234 

lross@haines.ak.us 

February 2017 Haines Borough 10 
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CITY OF HOMER 

First Class City 

2015 Population: 5,153 

FY2007 to FY2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: $134,643 

PROFILE 

The City of Homer, located within the Kenai 

Peninsula Borough, has more than 5,000 residents. 

Commercial fishing has been the traditional mainstay 

of the Homer economy; however, the city also has a 

growing arts community and tourism is becoming 

increasingly important. Homer is also a gateway to 

destinations such as Kachemak Bay State Park and 

Lake Clark National Park and Preserve. 

In past years, Homer primarily received small and 

medium-sized cruise ships, but regular visits from 

Holland America Line vessels between 2008 and 2012 

and during 2015 and 2016 boosted annual passenger 

numbers to near or more than 10,000 visitors during 

those years. Throughout the past 10 years, Homer has 

hosted 58 ship calls and nearly 67,000 passengers. 

Homer Cruise Ship Visitors 
2007 to 2016 

Calendar Year Ship Calls Passengers 

2007 0 0 

2008 1 1,163 

2009 2 1,674 

2010 9 12,828 

2011 14 14,990 

2012 7 8,833 

2013 1 254 

2014 5 5,662 

2015 10 11,399 

2016 9 10,071 

Total 58 66,874 

Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. 

PROJECTED NEEDS OF COMMUNITY 

To plan for the community's cruise vessel and 

passenger needs, the harbor master, city manager, and 

public works director identify priority projects and 

propose them to the Ports and Harbor Commission. 

The commission sends approved projects to the city 

council to be vetted through the public process. 

Priority Projects for CPV Revenue 

Category Description 

Other CPV Cruise ship passenger staging amenities 

Services (benches and signage at drop off points) 

Port Facilities Cruise ship staging area/restroom 

Port Facilities 
Restroom and cruise ship passenger staging 

area on the Homer Spit at Ramp 2 

Source: City of Homer. 

CPV REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

When eligible ports of call, such as Homer, are cities 

located in a borough, the city and the borough each 

receive $2.50 of every $5 passenger fee shared with the 

port community. To date, the City of Homer's share 

of CPV Excise Tax revenue is $134,643. 

CPV Revenue Distribution 

FY2007 to FY2016 

Fiscal Year City Share Passengers1 

20072 - -
20082 - -
2009 $2,898 1,159 

2010 $3,725 1,490 

2011 $31,788 12,715 

2012 - -
2013 $21,710 8,684 

20143 $33,542 13,417 

2015 $13,925 5,570 

2016 $27,055 10,822 

Total $134,643 53,857 

Source: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 

'Only includes passengers that pay CPV Excise Tax. Fiscal year 

disbursements are based on passenger numbers during the prior 

calendar year. 
2 First year revenue from calendar year 2007 was disbursed partially in 

FY2007 and the remainder during FY2008. 
3 In January 2016, Homer received shared revenue due in FY2012 in 

January 2014. 

The Kenai Peninsula Borough assembly passed an 

ordinance making the borough's share of the CPV 

Excise Tax available to Homer and Seward through a 

grant process. The ordinance stipulates that the funds 

must be used for port and harbor improvements that 

benefit cruise ship passengers for purposes that 

comply with AS 43.52.200-298, SB 256, and HB 310. 

Homer and Seward city managers submit letters to the 

February 2017 City of Homer 11 
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Kenai Peninsula Borough mayor to request funding. 

The grant request must specify how the project meets 

the expenditure requirements established in state law. 

Homer has received an additional $134,643 in grants 

from the Kenai Peninsula Borough that was the 

borough's share of CPV revenue during the same time 

period. 

LEGISLATIVE GRANTS 

In addition to sharing in CPV revenue, the City of 

Homer has received one legislative grant from the 

Commercial Vessel Passenger Tax Account for cruise 

ship dock infrastructure. 

CPV-Related Legislative Grants 

Fiscal 
Year 

2012 

Project 

Cruise ship dock and passenger 

facility improvements 

Amount 

$6,000,000 

Total $6,000,000 

Sources: Alaska Division of Community and Regional Affairs and Alaska 
State Legislature, Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

CPV REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

Homer used its share of CPV revenue for harbor 

restrooms and a passenger staging area. Since 2014, 

the City of Homer has let the state CPV revenue 

accumulate to apply to larger capital improvement 

projects. Plans include a restroom and cruise ship 

passenger staging area on the Homer Spit at Ramp 2 

from which many shore-side excursions launch. 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 

FY2007 to FY2016 

Category Description Expenditures 

Harbor Cruise ship passenger 
$31,000 

Infrastructure staging area 

OtherCPV Guard house 
$30,000 

Services restrooms 

Port Facilities Ramp3 $35,000 

Total $96,000 

Sources: City of Homer and Alaska State Legislature, Division of 
Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

RELATED INFORMATION 

• City of Homer. 2011. Homer Spit Comprehensive 

Plan. (http:/ /www.cityofhomer

ak.gov/planniog/spit-comprebensiv -plan-2011) 

• City of Homer. 2011. Proposed Layout far Staging at 

Ramp 2 Including New Restrooms. 

CONTACT 

Katie Koester 

City Manager 

City of Homer 
907-235-8121 

citymanager@cityofhomer-ak.gov 

February 2017 City of Homer 12 
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CITY OF HOONAH 

First Class City 

2015 Population: 783 
FY2007 to FY2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: $5,963,645 

PROFILE 

The City of Hoonah is a Tlingit community of 
approximately 750 residents located on the northeast 
shore of Chichagof Island, 40 air miles west of Juneau. 

Icy Strait Point, owned by Huna Totem Corporation, 
is currently Hoonah's largest employer, with local 

Tlingit residents comprising 85 percent of the staff 

Between 2007 and 2016, Hoonah received 696 ship 

calls and more than 1,370,000 visitors. Visitation 

peaked at 161,920 passengers during 2007. 

Hoonah Cruise Ship Visitors 

2007 to 2016 

Year Ship Calls Passengers 

2007 80 161,920 

2008 58 126,381 

2009 69 134,575 

2010 63 122,974 

2011 73 127,866 

2012 63 120,786 

2013 64 124,320 

2014 73 142,416 

2015 75 150,434 

2016 78 159,132 

Total 696 1,370,804 

Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. Estimates do not include Un
cruise Adventures or Alaskan Dream Cruises. 

PROJECTED NEEDS OF COMMUNITY 

After gathering input from the planning commission 
and the public on an annual basis, the city council 
approves a prioritized list of projects to be funded by 
the CPV Excise Tax. Priority projects include 

municipal waterline improvements, trail 

enhancements, and safety services. 

~~--~-11••··4 ·"•·~.,.,., 

t: ;~\ 
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Priority Projects for CPV Revenue 
Category Description 

Replacement and upgrade of municipal 

Other CPV Services sewer treatment plant and install force 

sewer main to Icy Strait Point 

Other CPV Services Falling rock hazard mitigation 

Other CPV Services 
Fire protection and waste management 

to support visitor industry 

Other CPV Services Road and trail enhancement to ISP 

Source: City of Hoonah. 

CPV REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

Since FY2007, the City of Hoonah has received nearly 

$6 million in shared CPV revenue. The highest 
distribution amount was $1,130,220 received in 

FY2011. 

CPV Revenue Distribution 

FY2007 to FY2016 

Fiscal Year Amount Passengers1 

20072 $14,015 2,803 

20082 $536,010 107,202 

2009 $359,155 71,831 

2010 $640,015 128,003 

2011 $1,130,220 226,044 

2012 $636,345 127,269 

2013 $610,105 122,021 

2014 $626,225 125,245 

2015 $688,980 137,796 

2016 $722,575 144,515 

Total $5,963,645 1,192,729 

Sources: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 
1Only includes passengers that pay CPV Excise Tax. Fiscal year 
disbursements are based on passenger numbers during the prior 
calendar year. 
2 First year revenue from calendar year 2007 was disbursed partially in 
FY2007 and the remainder during FY2008. 

LEGISLATIVE GRANTS 

In addition to receiving CPV revenue, the City of 
Hoonah has received grants from the Commercial 

Vessel Passenger Tax Account. The grants paid for a 
new berthing facility, harbor improvements, and a 

cruise ship mooring buoy system. 

February 2017 City of Hoonah 
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CPV-Related Legislative Grants 

Fiscal Year Project Amount 

2011 Harbor improvements $1,000,000 

2011 
Passenger walkway 

$1,500,000 
construction and upgrades 

2012 Berthing facility $1,000,000 

Total $3,500,000 

Sources: Alaska Division of Community and Regional Affairs and Alaska 

State Legislature, Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

CPV REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

The City of Hoonah uses CPV revenue primarily for 

passenger services. These services include a visitor 

information representative, restroom facilities, extra 

police coverage, harbor maintenance, and park and 

walking path maintenance. 

RELATED INFORMATION 

• City of Hoonah. 2016. 2017-2027 H oonah Economic 

Development Plan. 

(w,vw.Hoonah EconomicPlan.com) 

CONTACT 

Dennis H. Gray, Jr. 
City Administrator 
City of Hoonah 

907-945-3663 
cityadministrator@cityofhoonah.org 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 

FY2007 to FY2016 

Category Description Expenditures 

Other CPV Services Harbor upgrades $9,000 

Other CPV Services Administrative costs $51,000 

Hoonah Indian Association 

Other CPV Services Fisherman Totem Pole $8,000 

project 

Other CPV Services 
Passenger experience and 

$35,000 
carver's den 

Other CPV Services 
Brush cutting and scenic 

$2,000 
walkway 

Other CPV Services Tourism WSG $16,000 

Other CPV Services 
Water line Canary Main 

$400,000 
extension 

Other CPV Services 
Canary walking path 

$1,000 
maintenance 

Other CPV Services Graveyard fencing $4,000 

Other CPV Services Library summer access $36,000 

Other CPV Services Ambulance call-outs $16,000 

Other CPV Services Extra police patrol $5,000 

Tunnel Rock Project -

Other CPV Services passenger safety, cultural $9Sl,000 

significance 

Other CPV Services Public restroom $89,000 

Other CPV Services Visitor restroom janitor $9,000 

Other CPV Services 
Community readiness 

$4,000 
passenger experience 

Other CPV Services Visitor center employees $27,000 

Other CPV Services Visitor center furniture $9,000 

Other CPV Services Website development $6,000 

Other CPV Services Passenger services $SO,000 

Passenger services, park, 

Other CPV Services and walking path $477,000 

maintenance 

Visitor center employee, 

Other CPV Services extra police, and seasonal $101,000 
harbor staff 

Port Facilities 
Seafloor survey guest dock 

$10,000 
area 

Port Facilities 
Boat launch ramp 

$1S0,000 
matching 5.5% 

Port Facilities Caley Marina handicap lift $10,000 

Port Facilities 
Ports and harbors project 

$15,000 
matching 

Port Facilities Transient dock upgrades $5,000 

Port Facilities Visitor Information Kiosk $15,000 

Other CPV Services 
Visitor center employees, 

$55,000 
extra police 

Total $2,566,000 

Sources: City of Hoonah and Alaska State Legislature, Division of 

Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

February 2017 City of Hoonah 14 
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CITY AND BOROUGH OF JUNEAU 

Unified Home Rule Borough 

2015 Population: 33,277 

FY2012 to FY2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: $21,700,075 

PROFILE 

The City and Borough of Juneau (CBJ) is located on 

the mainland of Southeast Alaska in the heart of the 

Inside Passage. Juneau is one of Alaska's oldest cities, 

established in 1880 before the Klondike Gold Rush of 

1898. The city and borough provides access to some 

of the region's top attractions including Glacier Bay 

National Park and Preserve, Tracy Arm-Fords Terror 

Wilderness Area, and Admiralty Island National 

Monument. 

The CBJ received more than 9.6 million cruise visitors 

between 2007 and 2016, with visitors peaking at 

1,032,274 during 2008. Following a 14 percent 

decrease in cruise passengers between 2009 and 2010, 

crwse passenger numbers gradually rebounded, 

exceeding the one million passenger mark during 2016 

for the first time in seven years. Even though ship 

calls are declining, passenger numbers are mcreasmg 

due to larger ships arriving in Juneau. 

Juneau Cruise Ship Visitors 

2007 to 2016 

Calendar Year Ship Calls Passengers 

2007 730 1,017,341 

2008 712 1,032,274 

2009 638 1,019,507 

2010 584 879,310 

2011 476 875,947 

2012 485 927,941 

2013 511 978,559 

2014 498 953,055 

2015 489 976,367 

2016 480 1,004,774 

Total 5,603 9,665,075 

Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. Estimates do not include Un
cruise Adventures or Alaskan Dream Cruises. 

PROJECTED NEEDS OF COMMUNITY 

During 2010, the CBJ Assembly approved a plan to 

invest CPV Excise Tax revenue in the construction of 

cruise ship berths that can handle larger Panamax-class 

cruise ships. With the anticipated completion of the 

new $54 million Cruise Ship Berths Project in May 

2017, the majority of CPV revenue received to date 

from the State of Alaska has been expended for this 

infrastructure project. For FY2017 to FY2019, the 

CBJ will continue to develop its uplands improving 

the safety and efficiency to the cruise industry and its 

passengers. The next priority for CBJ Docks and 

Harbor Department is to mitigate congestion at Statter 

Harbor where the surge of cruise ship-generated 

visitor activity overburdens the facility. 

Priority Projects for CPV Revenue 

Category Description 

Port Facilities Cruise ship berth enhancement 

Port Facilities 
Land acquisition, uplands development 

for staging and waterfront seawalk 

Harbor Facility Harbor dredging, float and uplands 

Source: City and Borough of Juneau. 

CPV REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

The CBJ has had a $5 per passenger Marine Passenger 

Fee since 1999 when Juneau voters passed Proposition 

1. This report does not address receipts, priorities, and 

expenditures of Juneau's Marine Passenger Fee. 

Initially, the fee precluded the city from receiving 

shared CPV revenue; legislative changes during 2010 

permitted revenue sharing to communities that levied 

cruise ship passenger taxes. The CBJ received its first 

CPV revenue disbursement in FY2012. 

CPV Revenue Distribution 

FY2012 to FY2016 

Fiscal Year Amount Passengers1 

2012 $4,096,730 819,346 

2013 $4,151,020 830,204 

2014 $4,598,565 919, 713 

2015 $4,393,395 878,679 

2016 $4,460,365 892,073 

Total $21,700,075 $4,340,0lS 

Source: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 
10nly Includes passengers that pay CPV Excise Tax. Fiscal year 
disbursements are based on passenger numbers during the prior 
calendar year. 

February 2017 City and Borough of Juneau 
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LEGISLATIVE GRANTS 

In addition to receiving shared CPV revenue, the CB] 
has received more than $17 million since FY2009 in 

legislative grants from the Commercial Vessel 

Passenger Tax Account for cruise passenger and cruise 

industry-related infrastructure and services projects. 

CPV-Related Legislative Grants 
Fiscal 

Project Amount 
Year 

Commercial passenger vessel 

2009 dock retaining wall repair and $1,500,000 
replacement 

Airport cruise passenger 

2009 baggage and facility safety $1,300,000 
improvements 

2010 Cruise ship dock improvements $2,500,000 

2010 Auke Bay seawalk construction $800,000 

2011 Cruise ship dock improvements $9,000,000 

2015 Last Chance Basin well field $1,350,000 

2015 Salmon Creek water treatment $650,000 

Total $17,100,000 
Sources: Alaska Division of Community and Regional Affairs and Alaska 
State Legislature, Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

CPV REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

CPV revenues are combined with funds from the CB] 
Port Development Fee to pay down bonds obtained 

for cruise ship berth enhancement. 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 
FY2007 to FY2016 

Category Description Expenditures 

Port Facilities 
Cruise berth 

$13,122,000 
improvements 

Port Facilities Waterfront seawalk $438,000 

Total $13,560,000 

Sources: City and Borough of Juneau and Alaska State Legislature, 
Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

RELATED INFORMATION 

• City and Borough of Juneau. Biennial Budget far 
Fiscal Year 2016 and 2017: Capital Projects. 

• City and Borough of Juneau. Port ef Juneau Cruise 
Ship Terminal Project. 

(www.juneau.91·g/harbors/documents/trjfold.pd(l . 

• City and Borough of Juneau. Port ef Juneau Cruise 
Ship Berths. 

bttp://www.juneau.o,:g/harbOJ;:;;/documents/SlTEPL 

forc;H.J with11 00xl 30withourbarhymctry,pdf 
• City and Borough of Juneau. The Future if Juneau's 

Watetfront. 
http://www.juncau.org/harbors /documents/down tow 

n waterfront projccrs.pdf 
• City and Borough of Juneau. Long Range Watetfront 

P Ian far the Ci!J and Borough ef Juneau. 

brtp://www.juncau.or.g/plancomm/Final LRWP 112 
204.php 

CONTACT 

Bob Bartholomew 

Finance Director 
City and Borough of Juneau 

907-586-0300 
bob.bartholomew@juneau.org 

February 2017 City and Borough of Juneau 16 
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KENAI PENINSULA BOROUGH 

Second Class Borough 

2015 Population: 57,763 

FY2007 to FY2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: $3,395,505 

PROFILE 

South of Anchorage, the Kenai Peninsula extends 150 

miles southwest from the Chugach Mountains, south 

of Anchorage. It is separated from the mainland on 

the west by Cook Inlet and on the east by Prince 

William Sound. Most of the peninsula is part of the 

Kenai Peninsula Borough, a region of nearly 57,000 

residents. 

Two borough cities, Seward and Homer, are eligible to 

receive shared CPV revenue. Between 2007 and 2016, 

Seward received 584 port calls and more than 1.5 

million passengers. Homer received 58 port calls and 

nearly 67,000 passengers. 

Cruise ship visits to Seward declined between 2009 

and 2013 after Holland America Lines and Princess 

Cruises redeployed ships to Europe, but visitation 

reached its highest point in a decade during 2016 with 

more than 191,000 visitors. Homer cruise passenger 

visitors peaked at nearly 15,000 visitors during 2011. 

Seward and Homer Cruise Ship Visitors 

2007 to 2016 
Calendar Homer Homer Seward Seward 

Year Ship Calls Passengers Ship Calls Passengers 

2007 - - 56 156,014 

2008 1 1,163 65 165,959 

2009 2 1,674 70 163,056 

2010 9 12,828 56 136,129 

2011 14 14,990 54 132,779 

2012 7 8,833 51 136,892 

2013 1 254 50 125,183 

2014 5 5,662 52 141,442 

2015 10 11,399 64 183,124 

2016 9 10,071 66 191,469 

Total 58 66,874 584 1,532,047 

Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. 

PROJECTED NEEDS OF COMMUNITY 

When eligible ports of call are cities in a borough, such 

as Homer and Seward, the city and the borough each 

receive $2.50 of every $5 CPV Excise Tax fee. Each 

year, the Kenai Peninsula Borough Assembly passes 

an ordinance, accepting and appropriating the 

borough's share of revenue. The ordinance authorizes 

the mayor to distribute CPV funds to the port cities 

through grant agreements. To obtain a grant, the 

cities submit letters to the borough mayor requesting 

the funds. They confirm that the proposed projects 

comply with state statutes requiring funds to be used 

for port facilities, harbor infrastructure, and other 

services provided to the commercial passenger vessels 

and their passengers. The cities provide a final 

narrative and financial report to the borough after a 

project is complete. 

CPV REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

Between FY2007 and FY2016, the Kenai Peninsula 

Borough received $3,395,505 in CPV revenue. The 

highest distribution amount was $474,225 received in 

FY2016. 

CPV Revenue Distribution 

FY2007 to FV2016 

Fiscal Year Amount Passengers 1 

20072 $16,223 6,489 

20082 $367,430 146,972 

2009 $348,645 139,458 

2010 $391,138 156,455 

2011 $406,080 162,432 

2012 $357,553 143,021 

2013 $364,975 145,990 

2014 $307,578 123,031 

2015 $361,658 144,663 

2016 $474,225 189,690 

Total $3,395,505 $1,358,202 
Source: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 
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CPV REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

The Kenai Peninsula Borough distributed all shared 

CPV Excise Tax revenue to the City of Homer and 

the City of Seward for passenger/vessel services and 

port improvement projects. Of the nearly $3.4 million 

in shared CPV revenue, Seward received $3,260,869 in 

grants and Homer received $134,642 in grants . 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 

FY2009 to FY2017 
Fiscal 

Projects Amount 
Year 

Grant to improve port security 
2009 and fire protection for cruise $383,653 

ships {Seward) 
Grant to improve port security 

2010 and fire protection for cruise $345,748 
ships (Seward) 

2010 
Grant for port improvement 

$2,898 
projects (Homer) 

2012 
Grant for port improvement 

$761,705 
projects (Seward) 

2012 
Grant for port improvement 

$35,513 
projects (Homer) 

2012 
Grant for port improvement 

$324,865 
projects(Seward) 

2012 
Grant for port improvement 

$32,688 
projects (Homer) 

2014 
Grant for port improvement 

$343,265 
projects (Seward) 

2014 
Grant for port improvement 

$21,710 
projects (Homer) 

2015 
Grant for port improvement 

$306,723 
projects (Seward) 

2015 
Grant for port improvement 

$855 
projects (Homer) 

2016 
Grant for port improvement 

$347,733 
projects (Seward) 

2016 
Grant for port improvement 

$13,925 
projects (Homer) 

2017 
Grant for port improvement 

$447,170 
projects (Seward) 

2017 
Grant for port improvement 

$27,055 
projects (Homer) 

$3,395,503 

Source: Kenai Peninsula Borough. 

CONTACT 

Brenda Ahlberg 
Community & Fiscal Projects Manager 

Kenai Peninsula Borough 

907-714-2153 
bahJberg@kpb.us 
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CITY OF KETCHIKAN 

Home Rule City 
2015 Population: 8,277 

FY2012 to FY2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: $10,339,236 

PROFILE 

Ketchikan, a city of 8,291 residents, is known as 

Alaska's first city due to its location at the southern tip 

of the Inside Passage. It is the first Alaska city visitors 

reach as they cruise north and for many visitors, their 

first introduction to the beauty and majesty of Alaska. 

Between 2007 and 2016, Ketchikan received an 

average of just over 900,000 cruise visitors each year. 

In 2016 cruise passengers approached the 2013 peak 

passenger total of 948,685. 

Ketchikan Cruise Ship Visitors 
2007 to 2016 

Calendar Year Ship Calls Passengers 

2007 519 901,595 

2008 527 941,910 

2009 509 936,220 

2010 426 828,929 

2011 426 844,412 

2012 436 894,320 

2013 490 948,685 

2014 450 884,503 

2015 462 944,525 

2016 456 947,972 

Total 4,701 9,073,071 
Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. Estimates do not include Un
cruise Adventures or Alaskan Dream Cruises. 

PROJECTED NEEDS OF COMMUNITY 

The City of Ketchikan follows a three-pronged 

approach to ensure that revenue from the CPV Excise 

Tax are only used for port facilities, harbor 

infrastructure, or other services and amenities 

provided to passengers traveling on commercial 

passenger vessels. The first step is a review of federal 

and state law regarding the use of excise tax revenues 

assessed against passengers traveling on commercial 

passenger vessels. Ketchikan's goal is to ensure that 

programs and capital improvement projects funded 

from CPV shared revenues benefit passengers in the 

manner prescribed by federal and state law. The 

second step is to vet the programs and capital 

improvement projects with representatives from the 

cruise industry and other interested parties. Ketchikan 

City of ..___....,.. 
l\etchik.an 

ensures that the proposed programs and capital 

improvements address the needs and safety of 

passengers traveling on commercial passenger vessels. 

The final step involves the general public and the city 

council in setting the priorities and approving 

programs and capital improvement projects for 

funding from CPV revenues. In 2015, the City of 

Ketchikan revised its accounting for CPV revenues 

and modified its annual operating and capital budget 

in order to make the process more transparent. 

Priority Projects for CPV Revenue 

Category Description 

Port Facilities Debt service for Berth 3 construction 

Port Facilities, Waterfront promenade 

Harbor reconstructions and seawall repairs 

Infrastructure and (connects port facilities, harbor 

Other CPV Services facilities, and historic downtown) 

Planning and design of 

Port Facilities improvements to accommodate 

post-Panamax vessels 

Source: City of Ketchikan. 

CPV REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

Ketchikan charges a passenger wharfage fee of $7 per 

passenger to offset port facility costs, provide services 

to ships and passengers who visit Ketchikan, and 

mitigate the impacts of passenger and ship use of city 

services. The fee precluded the city from receiving 

CPV revenue until legislative action during 2010 

permitted revenue sharing to communities that levied 

their own cruise ship passenger taxes. Ketchikan 

received its first shared revenue disbursement in 

FY2012. 

When eligible ports of call, such as Ketchikan, are 

cities located in a borough, the city and the borough 

each receive $2.50 of every $5 passenger fee. Between 

FY2012 and FY2016, the City of Ketchikan's share of 

CPV revenue was more than $10 million. The highest 

distribution was $2,214,745 received in FY2014 for 

taxes collected in calendar year 2013. 
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CPV Revenue Distribution 
FY2012 to FY2016 

Fiscal Year Amount Passengers1 

2012 $1,947,248 778,899 

2013 $1,977,770 791,108 

2014 $2,240,210 896,084 

2015 $2,032,375 812,950 

2016 $2,141,633 856,653 

Total $10,339,236 $4,135,694 
Source: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 
10nly includes passengers that pay CPV Excise Tax. Fiscal year 
disbursements are based on passenger numbers during the prior 
calendar year. 

LEGISLATIVE GRANTS 

In addition to receiving CPV revenue, Ketchikan has 
received nearly $23 million since FY2009 in grants 
from the Commercial Vessel Passenger Tax Account. 

The grants were used for port infrastructure and 

passenger services including pedestrian and safety 
enhancements. 

CPV-Related Legislative Grants 
Fiscal 

Project Amount 
Year 

2009 
Port of Ketchikan Berths I and II 

$3,000,000 
replacement project 

2010 
Reconstruction of downtown 

$5,000,000 
bridges and trestles 

2010 
Port of Ketchikan Berth I and II 

$3,000,000 
replacement 

2011 Replace cruise ship berths I and II $10,000,000 

2014 Ketchikan Promenade $1,300,000 

Total $22,300,000 
Sources: Alaska Division of Community and Regional Affairs and Alaska 
State Legislature, Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

CPV REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

The City of Ketchikan has used CPV revenue and the 

majority of the legislative grants from the Commercial 
Vessel Passenger Tax Account to fund planning, 

design, and construction of port infrastructure for 

Berth 3 and general improvement projects for Berths 
1 and 2. 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 
FY2007 to FY2017 

Category Description Expenditures 
Centennial building and Totem 

Other CPV Services Heritage Center site $1,600 
improvements

1 

Other CPV Services Spruce Mill sheet pile1 $32,000 
Thomas Basin Seawall: 

Other CPV Services pedestrian decking, footing $2,887,000 
and seawall

1 

Other CPV Services 2013 seasonal litter program $64,000 
Other CPV Services 2014 seasonal litter program $60,000 
Other CPV Services 2015 seasonal litter program $65,000 

Other CPV Services 
Centennial Building restroom 

$520,000 
expansion 

2 

Other CPV Services 2014 Tour Guide Program $51,000 

Port Facilities 
Loan payment for Berth Ill 

$1,302,000 
engineering 

Port Facilities 
Port bonds and lease 

$2,083,000 
payments for Berth IV 

Port Facilities 
Replace fender piles on Berths 

$434,000 
IC and ID 
Thomas Basin Ramp 

Other CPV Services improvements -ADA, structural $1,157,000 
decking and bull rails1 

Other CPV Services 2016 seasonal litter program
1 $67,000 

Other CPV Services 2017 seasonal litter program' $87,000 

Other CPV Services 
2017 permanent exhibit 

$100,000 
project

1 

Other CPV Services 
2017 clean and repair totem 

$52,000 
poles1 

Other CPV Services 
2017 Centennial Building 

$15,000 
public art1 

Other CPV Services 
2017 Totem Heritage Center 

$2,000 
restrooms1 

Other CPV Services 
2017 interpretive exhibit-

$15,000 
timber and wood

1 

Other CPV Services 
2017 interpretive exhibit -

$25,000 
Stamp Mill1 

Total $9,019,600 
Sources: City of Ketchikan and Alaska State Legislature, Division of 
Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 
1Projected actual and budget. 
2Project partially funded by Ketchikan Gateway Borough CPV revenue 
passed through to the City of Ketchikan. The borough share is $235,750. 

RELATED INFORMATION 

• Moffat & Nichol. 2017. Planning and Design of Port 

Improvements. 

CONTACT 

Bob Newell 

Finance Director 

City of Ketchikan 
907-225-5621 

bobn@city.ketchikan.ak.us 
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KETCHIKAN GATEWAY BOROUGH 
Second Class Borough 
2015 Population: 13,778 
FY2007 to FY2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: $19,312,073 

PROFILE 

The Ketchikan Gateway Borough is a region of nearly 
14,000 residents located near the southern-most 
boundary of Alaska, in the Southeast Panhandle. It is 
comprises of the cities of Ketchikan and Saxman. 
Between 2007 and 2016, Ketchikan received an 
average of just over 900,000 cruise visitors each year. 

Ketchikan Cruise Ship Visitors 
2007 to 2016 

Calendar Year Ship Calls Passengers 

2007 519 901,595 

2008 527 941,910 

2009 509 936,220 

2010 426 828,929 

2011 426 844,412 

2012 436 894,320 

2013 490 948,685 

2014 450 896,084 

2015 462 944,525 

2016 456 947,972 

Total 4,701 9,073,071 
Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. Estimates do not include Un
cruise Adventures or Alaskan Dream Cruises. 

PROJECTED NEEDS OF COMMUNITY 

The Ketchikan Gateway Borough uses an analytical 
approach to spending CPV revenue. On an annual 
basis, the borough determines (1) the costs of 
maintaining infrastructure that cruise passengers and 
crew rely heavily upon, and (2) costs of delivering 
public services to the passengers and crew. The 
borough apportions these costs between residents and 
visitors based on their proportions of overall use. 
Borough staff completes the analysis and makes 
recommendations for expending CPV revenue to the 
borough assembly. The Ketchikan Gateway Borough 
Assembly hears public comment on proposed 
expenditures and makes the final decision on how to 
spend the CPV revenue. 

Priority Projects for CPV Revenue 

Category Description 

Other CPV Services Visitor safety 

Other CPV Services Visitor center 

Other CPV Services Transit enhancement 

Source: Ketchikan Gateway Borough. 

CPV REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

When eligible ports of call, such as Ketchikan, are 
cities located in a borough, the city and the borough 
each receive $2.50 of every $5 passenger fee. Between 
FY2007 and FY2016, the Ketchikan Gateway 
Borough's share of CPV revenue was more than $19 
million. The highest distribution was $2,326,148 
received in FY2009 for taxes collected in calendar year 
2008. 

CPV Revenue Distribution 
FY2007 to FY2016 

Fiscal Year Amount Passengers1 

2007 $203,810 81,524 

2008 $2,040,775 816,310 

2009 $2,326,147 930,459 

2010 $2,313,793 925,517 

2011 $2,088,312 835,325 

2012 $1,947,248 778,899 

2013 $1,977,770 791,108 

2014 $2,240,210 896,084 

2015 $2,032,375 812,950 

2016 $2,141,633 856,653 

Total $19,312,073 $7,724,829 
Source: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 
'Only includes passengers that pay CPV Excise Tax. Fiscal year 
disbursements are based on passenger numbers during the prior 
calendar year. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATIONS 
The Ketchikan Gateway Borough has not received 
legislative appropriations from the Commercial Vessel 
Passenger Tax Account. 

CPV REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

The Ketchikan Gateway Borough uses CPV revenue 
to cover the costs of delivering services and 
maintaining infrastructure for the benefit of the cruise 
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industry. The borough uses CPV revenue primarily for 
passenger safety and enhanced passenger services. 
Examples of expenditures include upgrades to the 
borough's transit system, rain and weather shelters, 
and passenger enhancement projects through the 
Ketchikan Visitors Bureau, pedestrian safety upgrades 
(i.e., walkway improvements and street crossing 
improvements), emergency services upgrades (i.e., 
locator beacons for trail use, emergency services 
response materials and equipment), and the Herring 
Cove Tourism Management Area Program, which 
manages visitor impacts in a rural sightseeing area. 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 
FY2007 to FY2016 

Category Description Expenditures 
Harbor Creek Street Trestle Berths I-

$1,224,000 
Infrastructure Ill 

Harbor 
Harbor View Sea Walk $50,000 Infrastructure 

Other CPV Services Administration fees $1,160,000 

Other CPV Services 
Downtown neighborhood 

$693,718 
CPV planner 

Other CPV Services Distribution/marketing plan $186,266 
Other CPV Services A Fish Story $160,000 
Other CPV Services An Art/Native Culture Story $490,000 
Other CPV Services Deer Mountain Hatchery $150,000 

Other CPV Services 
Hopkins Alley Revitalization 

$230,450 
Project 

Other CPV Services Maritime education $21,000 

Other CPV Services Ketchikan stories $325,000 

Other CPV Services Saxman Dewitt Carving Pl $76,000 

Other CPV Services Saxman Dewitt Carving P2 $248,868 
Other CPV Services Saxman Totem restoration $135,000 
Other CPV Services Sculpture "The Rock" $100,000 
Other CPV Services St. John's sprinkler $42,000 

Other CPV Services Rainbird Trail $30,000 
Other CPV Services Walking tour signs $4,000 

Other CPV Services 
Water Street pedestrian 

$138,000 
improvements 

Other CPV Services Wayfinding signs $26,000 

Other CPV Services Beautification $899,912 
Other CPV Services Harbor View Park $50,000 

Historic resources 
Other CPV Services Downtown/Newton survey $15,000 

and inventory 

Other CPV Services Hole in the Wall Harbor $199,781 
Other CPV Services Marquee rain canopy $186,000 
Other CPV Services Aquatic Center $110,000 

Other CPV Services Non-area wide library $90,674 
Other CPV Services Recreation $275,166 

Other CPV Services Flight simulator rent $32,076 

Other CPV Services 
Ketchikan volunteer rescue 

$175,569 
squad 

Other CPV Services 
Service areas (Fire 

$957,713 
Departments) 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 
FY2007 to FY2016 

Category Description Expenditures 

Other CPV Services 
Southern Southeast 

$100,000 
Emergency Training Center 

Other CPV Services 
Herring Cove tourism 

$92,830 
management 

Other CPV Services 
Seasonal code enforcement 

$100,360 
officer 

Other CPV Services 
General Fund (other than 

$1,135,119 
Recreation and Transit) 

Other CPV Services City Park restroom $14,000 

Other CPV Services 
Public restrooms - First City 

$500,000 
Players 

Other CPV Services SAN-I-PAK equipment $200,000 

Other CPV Services 
Saxman Totem Row 

$80,000 
restroom 

Other CPV Services Airport operations support $1,758,068 
Other CPV Services Borough transit operations $2,928,638 
Other CPV Services Transit bus match $183,055 

Other CPV Services Transit bus painting $44,000 
Other CPV Services Bus shelters $100,000 

Other CPV Services Ketchikan Visitors Bureau $1,875,800 
Port Facilities Berth i improvements $156,000 

Port Facilities Berth IV dock improvements $50,000 

Port Facilities Berth IV dock improvements $204,000 
Port Facilities Drive down dock $1,340,000 

Port Facilities 
Transportation worker 

$27,000 
credential 

Other CPV Services 
McDowell Group CPV Impact 

$60,336 
Survey 

Other CPV Services 
Renovate Museum 

$235,750 
restrooms (ADA accessible) 

Other CPV Services 
Transit Vehicle Tracking 

$30,000 
System 

Other CPV Services "Our Town" Magazine $8,000 

Total $19,705,149 
Sources: Ketchikan Gateway Borough and Alaska State Legislature, 
Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

RELATED INFORMATION 

• McDowell Group. 2016. Ketchikan Cruise Industry 
Surv~s. 

• Ketchikan Gateway Borough. 2016. CPVFund. 
(http: II W\VW. borough.ketchikan.ak.us/135 /Econ 
omic-Developmeot) 

CONTACT 
Dan Bockhorst 
Borough Manager 
Ketchikan Gateway Borough 
907-228-6625 
managersoffice@kgbak.us 
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CITY OF KODIAK 

Home Rule City 

2015 Population: 6,288 

FY 2007 to FY 2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: $176,005 

PROFILE 

The City of Kodiak, located on Kodiak Island, is 

Alaska's largest island and the second largest island in 

the United States. Known as the Emerald Isle, 

Kodiak's verdant landscape and abundant outdoor 

opportunities make it a popular choice for nature 

enthusiasts. Commercial fishing accounts for about 

one-third of the local economy; Kodiak has Alaska's 

largest and most diversified fishing fleet including 700 

home-ported commercial fishing vessels and 500 

transient vessels. Kodiak is a renowned sport fishing 

destination that offers access to all five species of 

salmon, along with halibut, rockfish, cod, and trout. 

Kodiak received 134 cruise ship port calls and more 

than 113,000 cruise passengers between 2007 and 

2016. Cruise visitation peaked at 19,372 passengers 

during 2010. Cruise ships made 15 port calls and 

brought 15,208 visitors to Kodiak during 2016. 

Kodiak Cruise Ship Visitors 

2007 to 2016 

Calendar Year Ship Calls Passengers 

2007 7 4,709 

2008 15 11,903 

2009 20 10,235 

2010 21 19,372 

2011 15 14,715 

2012 12 11,551 

2013 7 3,231 

2014 10 8,809 

2015 12 13,559 

2016 15 15,208 

Total 134 113,292 

Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. 

PROJECTED NEEDS OF COMMUNITY 

The City of Kodiak owns Pier 2, a multi-purpose, 

deep-draft dock, that serves cruise ships. \Vhen the 

city receives CPV Excise Tax revenue, it is deposited 

into a Cargo Enterprise Fund. The harbormaster and 

Discover Kodiak director recommend cruise ship 

February 2017 City of Kodiak 

facility needs to community leaders. Approved 

projects relating to cruise passenger movement, dock 

security, and safety are funded from the Cargo 

Enterprise Fund. The city plans to build a covered 

reception/ security/ restroom facility to accommodate 

passengers at Pier 2, but the project is currently 

unfunded. 

Priority Projects for CPV Revenue 

Category Description 

Port-related projects to improve safety, 

Port facilities security, and usability of the cruise ship 
terminal 

Port facilities 
Planning, designing, and building a public 
restroom for Pier 2 

Source: City of Kodiak. 

CPV REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

\Vhen eligible ports of call, such as the City of Kodiak, 

are cities located in a borough, the city and the 

borough each receive $2.50 of each $5 passenger fee. 

Between FY2008 and FY2016, the City of Kodiak's 

portion of CPV revenue was $176,005. The highest 

distribution amount was $32,622 received in FY2012. 

CPV Revenue Distribution 

FY2007 to FY2016 

Fiscal Year Amount Passengers1 

2007 - -
2008 $5,102 2,041 

2009 $24,778 9,911 

2010 $25,487 10,195 

2011 $15,762 6,305 

2012 $32,622 13,049 

2013 $23,473 9,389 

2014 $4,600 1,840 

2015 $13,925 5,570 

2016 $30,255 12,102 

Total $176,006 70,402 

Source: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 
'Only includes passengers that pay the CPV Excise Tax. Fiscal year 

disbursements are based on passenger numbers during the prior 

calendar year. 

23 

SGY-2000, Page 72 of 423 EXHIBITF 
Page 27 of 44 



EXC.SGY-000293

LEGISLATIVE GRANTS 

In addition to receiving shared CPV tax revenue, the 

City of Kodiak has received nearly $3 million since 

FY2009 in legislative appropriations from the 

Commercial Vessel Passenger Tax Account to provide 

cruise passengers with safe walking access from the 

dock to downtown. The pedestrian pathway was 

scaled back from original plans due to unforeseen 

construction complications. The most critical and 

expensive portion of the planned project was 

completed in October 2013. The remainder of the 

pathway, reception, and restroom project requires 

additional funding. 

CPV-Related Legislative Grants 

Fiscal Year Project Amount 

2009 
Cruise Ship/Pier II Master 

$250,000 
Plan 

Pedestrian Improvements 

2010 Between Cruise Ship Dock $700,000 
(Pier II) and Downtown 

2012 Pedestrian Pathway $384,000 

2012 
Pier and Downtown 

$1,600,000 
Pedestrian Improvements 

Total $2,934,000 

Sources: Alaska Division of Community and Regional Affairs and Alaska 

State Legislature, Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

CPV REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

Wide variations in the number of ship calls 

dramatically impact the amount of CPV revenue that 

the City of Kodiak receives. In general, the revenues 

February 2017 City of Kodiak 

are used for ship and passenger services. The City of 

Kodiak has pursued funds through the CPV tax 

appropriation process for infrastructure improvement 

projects relating to cruise ships. 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 

FY2007 to FY2016 

Category Description Expenditures 

Other CPV 
Services 

Direct services for ships 

and passengers including 

docking and cargo; safety, $176,005 
security, and traffic 
management; and dockside 
utilities 

Total $176,005 

Sources: City of Kodiak and Alaska State Legislature, Division of 

Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

RELATED INFORMATION 

• Dowl HKM. 2012. Development Concept Plan far 

Shelikof Street/Jack Hinkel Wqy to Marine Wqy. 

• PND Engineers, Inc. 2010. Ciry of Kodiak 

Wateifront Master Plan. 

CONTACT 

Kelly Mayes 
Finance Director 

City of Kodiak 

907-486-8659 

kmayes@city.kodiak. ak. us 
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KODIAK ISLAND BOROUGH 

Second Class Borough 

2015 Population: 13,819 

FY2007 to FY2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: $176,005 

PROFILE 

Kodiak Island Borough is located on the western side 

of the Gulf of Alaska. It encompasses the largest 

island in Alaska, which is the second largest in the 

United States. Kodiak Island is known for the Kodiak 

brown bear and world-class sport fishing. Kodiak is 

one of the largest commercial fishing ports in the 

nation, hosting Alaska's largest and most diversified 

fishing fleet. Kodiak is also home to the largest United 

States Coast Guard Base and the first commercial 

rocket launch facility. 

All cruise visitors to the Kodiak Island Borough utilize 

the port facilities at the City of Kodiak. Kodiak 

received 134 cruise ship port calls and more than 

113,000 cruise passengers between 2007 and 2016. 

Cruise visitation peaked at 19,372 cruise visitors 

during 2010. Cruise ships made 15 port calls and 

carried a total of 15,208 visitors called during 2016. 

Kodiak Cruise Ship Visitors 

2007 to 2016 

calendar Year Ship cans Passengers 

2007 7 4,709 

2008 15 11,903 

2009 20 10,235 

2010 21 19,372 

2011 15 14,715 

2012 12 11,551 

2013 7 3,231 

2014 10 8,809 

2015 12 13,559 

2016 15 15,208 

Total 134 113,292 

Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. 

PROJECTED NEEDS OF COMMUNI1Y 

Kodiak receives a relatively small portion of the Alaska 

cruise market and is interested in attracting more 

cruise ships. The Kodiak Island Borough works with 

Discover Kodiak to determine how CPV Excise Tax 

revenue can be used to attract and enhance cruise ship 

travel to the island. 

CPV REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

When eligible ports of call, such as Kodiak, are c1t1es 

located in a borough, the city and the borough each 

receive $2.50 of each $5 passenger fee. Between 

FY2008 and FY2016, the Kodiak Island Borough's 

portion of shared CPV revenue was $176,005. The 

highest distribution amount was $32,622 received in 

FY2012. 

CPV Revenue Distribution 

FY2007 to FY2016 

Fiscal Year Amount Passengers 

2007 - -
2008 $5,103 2,041 

2009 $24,778 9,911 

2010 $25,487 10,195 

2011 $15,762 6,305 

2012 $32,622 13,049 

2013 $23,473 9,389 

2014 $4,600 1,840 

2015 $13,925 5,570 

2016 $30,255 12,102 

Total $176,0056 70,402 

Source: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 
1Only includes passengers that pay CPV Excise Tax. Fiscal year 

disbursements are based on passenger numbers during the prior 

calendar year. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATIONS 

The Kodiak Island Borough has not received 

legislative appropriations from the Commercial Vessel 

Passenger Tax Account. 
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CPV REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

The Kodiak Island Borough's portion of shared CPV 

revenue is relatively small. Since the City of Kodiak 

owns and operates the port and harbor facilities, the 

borough uses its shared CPV revenue to attract and 
enhance cruise ship travel to the island. 

Category 

Other CPV 

Services 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 

FY2007 - FY2016 

Description Expenditures 

Projects with Discover 

Kodiak and various 

museums 
$176,005 

Total $176,005 

Sources: Kodiak Island Borough and Alaska State Legislature, Division of 
Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

CONTACT 

Dora Cross 

Finance Director 

Kodiak Island Borough 

907-486-9320 
dcross@kodiakak.us 
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CITY OF SEWARD 

Home Rule City 

2015 Population: 2,740 

FY2007 to FY2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: $3,260,861 

PROFILE 

The City of Seward, situated on Resurrection Bay on 

the east coast of the Kenai Peninsula, is 125 miles 

south of Anchorage and is the gateway to the Kenai 

Fjords National Park. Seward is a turnaround port for 

cross-gulf itineraries and the point of embarkation and 

disembarkation for many Alaska cruise vacations. 

Seward received 584 port calls and more than 1.5 

million total cruise visitors between 2007 and 2016. 

Seward Cruise Ship Visitors 

2007 to 2016 

Calendar Year Ship Calls Passengers 

2007 56 156,014 

2008 65 165,959 

2009 70 163,056 

2010 56 136,129 

2011 54 132,779 

2012 51 136,892 

2013 so 125,183 

2014 52 141,442 

2015 64 183,124 

2016 66 191,469 

Total 584 1,532,047 

Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. 

PROJECTED NEEDS OF COMMUNITY 

To help the city safely and efficiently host cruise ship 

passengers, the City of Seward administration 

considers improvements recommended by the city 

staff, cruise industry, cruise dock owners, and other 

local stakeholders. The Port and Commerce Advisory 

Board, Seward Chamber of Commerce, and other 

interested parties may provide input and suggestions. 

The city manager works with the city council to 

prioritize projects to be funded by shared CPV 

revenue. Use of CPV revenue is authorized via 

resolution approved by the Seward City Council. 

• ' 

' 

Priority Projects for CPV Revenue 
Category Description 

Other CPV Services Shuttle bus service 

Port Facilities Cruise ship dock dredging 

Port Facilities Security float completion 

Other CPV Services 
Sidewalk from cruise ship dock 

to small boat harbor 

Other CPV Services 
Passenger corridor safety and 

aesthetic improvements 

Other CPV Services Cruise dock ambulance service 

Port Facilities Harbor float replacement 

Other CPV Services Cruise ship/dock fire fighting 

Source: City of Seward. 

CPV REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

When eligible ports of call, such as Seward, are cities 

located in a borough, the city and the borough each 

receive $2.50 of every $5 passenger fee. Since FY2007, 

Seward has received nearly $3.3 million in shared CPV 

revenue from the State of Alaska. The highest shared 

revenue distribution from the State of Alaska was 

$447,170 received during FY2016. 

CPV Revenue Distribution 

FY2007 to FY2016 
F1sca Year Ci Sh ty are Passengers 

2007
2 

$16,222 6,489 

2008
2 

$367,430 146,972 

2009 $345,747 138,299 

2010 $387,413 154,965 

2011 $374,293 149,717 

2012 $324,865 129,946 

2013 $343,265 137,306 

2014 $306,723 122,689 

2015 $347,733 139,093 

2016 $447,170 178,868 

Total $3,260,861 1,304,344 

Source: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 
'Only includes passengers that pay CPV Excise Tax. Fiscal year 
disbursements are based on passenger numbers during the prior 
calendar year. 
2 First year revenue from calendar year 2007 was disbursed partially in 
FY2007 and the remainder during FY2008. 

In addition to receiving shared CPV revenue directly 

from the State of Alaska, Seward has also received 

nearly $3.3 million in grants from the Kenai Peninsula 
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Borough between FY2007 and FY2016 after the 

borough assembly passed an ordinance making the 
borough's share of the CPV revenue available to 

Homer and Seward through a grant process. The 

ordinance stipulates that funds must be used for port 
and harbor improvements that benefit cruise ship 

passengers for purposes that comply with state law. 

Homer and Seward city managers submit letters to the 
Kenai Peninsula Borough mayor to request funding. 

The grant request specifies how the project meets the 
expenditure requirements established in state law. 

LEGISLATIVE GRANTS 

In addition to shared CPV revenue, Seward received 
more than $7 million between FY2010 and FY2012 in 

legislative grants from the Commercial Vessel 
Passenger Tax Account for capital projects to upgrade 

commercial passenger vessel services and 
infrastructure. 

CPV-Related Legislative Grants 
Fiscal 

Project Amount 
Year 

2010 
Bus transportation for cruise ship 

$167,000 
passengers 

2010 
Dredging cruise ship berthing basins 

$2,508,000 
and approaches 

Commercial passenger vessel harbor 

2011 security - Coast Guard building $300,000 
relocation 

2011 
Security and fire protection for 

$2,000,000 
commercial passenger vessels 

2012 Cruise ship boardwalk expansion $25,000 

2012 Harbor restrooms improvements $130,000 

2012 Water storage tank $1,992,000 

Total $7,122,000 

Sources: Alaska Division of Community and Regional Affairs and Alaska 
State Legislature, Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

CPV REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

The City of Seward uses CPV revenue for port and 

harbor infrastructure and passenger services. Plans for 

future projects include improved ambulance service to 
cruise ships, safety and aesthetic improvements to the 

cruise ship pedestrian walkway, and cruise terminal 

amenities. 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 
FV2007 - FV2016 

Category Description Expenditures 

Harbor 
Harbor breakwater $969,000 

Infrastructure 

Other CPV Services Ambulance service $110,000 

Other CPV Services Fi re boat outboards $50,000 

Other CPV Services 
Security float for 

$163,000 
response vessels 

Other CPV Services 
United States Coast 

$333,000 
Guard relocation 

Other CPV Services 
Water storage tank 

$98,000 
(fire safety) 

Other CPV Services 
Harbor restroom 

$43,000 
improvement 

Other CPV Services Bus transportation $611,000 

Port Facilities Cruise ship terminal $201,000 

Port Facilities Dock dredging $702,000 

Port Facilities Float replacement $1,859,000 

Total $5,139,000 

Sources: City of Seward and Alaska State Legislature, Division of 
Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

RELATED INFORMATION 

• City of Seward. 2005. 2020 Comprehensive Plan. 
(www.cityofseward.us/Documen tCcnter/View /391 

www.cit;yofseward.us/DocumentCen ter /View /392 
www.cityofseward.us/Docwnen tCenter /View /590) 

• City of Seward. Resolution 2016-65 2017. City 
Legislative Priorities. 

City of Seward. Resolution 2016-66 2017. State 

Legislative Priorities. 
City of Seward. Resolution 2016-67 2017. Federal 

Legislative Priorities. 

• City of Seward. 2016. Seward Shuttle Schedule. 
(www.citvofseward.us /DocumentCcnter/Vicw/2861) 

• City of Seward. 2014. Seward Small Boat Harbor Plan. 
(www.citvofseward.us /DocumentCcnter/View /211 9) 

CONTACT 

James Hunt 
City Manager 

City of Seward 
907-224-4012 

jhunt@cityofseward.net 
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CITY AND BOROUGH OF SITKA 

Unified Home Rule Municipality 

2015 Population: 8,929 
FY2007 to FY2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: $5,501,170 

PROFILE 

The City and Borough of Sitka includes most of Baranof 

Island, South Chichagof Island and many smaller islands. 
Most residents live on Sitka Sound facing the Pacific 

Ocean and surrounded by the Tongass National Forest 
The city has picturesque remnants of its Russian heritage; 
Tlingit culture is also deeply rooted in this small seaside 
city. Long before Russians or Americans inhabited the 

area, Tlingits made this area their home. 

Sitka received more than 1,700 cruise ship port calls and 

1.56 million passengers between 2007 and 2016. In 2016, 
several new cruise ships and nearly 123,000 cruise 
passengers visited Sitka. Holland America Line used the 

Old Sitka Dock instead of anchoring in the Eastern 

Channel and lightering passengers to town. The decision 
increased passenger visits and longer time spent in town. 

A robust increase in passengers is expected in 2017, with 

130 vessels that will carry 165,566 passengers. The 

increase is largely due to Celebrity Cruise Lines making 
six calls to Sitka in 2017 with 12,600 potential passengers. 

Sitka Cruise Ship Visitors 

2007 to 2016 
Calendar Year Ship Calls Passengers 

2007 261 233,936 

2008 317 289,753 

2009 234 224,335 

2010 179 144,383 

2011 139 129,380 

2012 116 110,714 

2013 96 99,920 

2014 112 90,182 

2015 118 117,546 
2016 137 122,944 
Total 1,709 1,563,093 

Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. Estimates do not include Un-cruise 
Adventures or Alaskan Dream Cruises. 

PROJECTED N EEDS OF COMMUNITY 

The City and Borough of Sitka established a Marine 

Passenger Fund to accept proceeds of the CPV Excise 
Tax revenue from the State of Alaska. City and Borough 

Ordinance No. 2016-32 clarified and streamlined fund 
administration and stipulated that the assembly 

appropriate fund proceeds to "address impacts caused by 

the marine passenger ship industry in full compliance 
with all state and federal regulations governing the use of 
these funds." 

Sitka anticipates increasing crmse passenger numbers 
over the next five years resulting from cruise itinerary 

changes and passenger demand for variety in Alaska 

cruise destinations. More passengers will result in 
increased demand on municipal resources to provide 
visitor safety and facilitate cruise passenger visits. 

Priority Projects for CPV Revenue 
Category Description 

Other CPV Services Centennial Hall upgrade 

Other CPV Services Yearly passenger services expenses 

Other CPV Services 
Sea walk extension to facilitate passenger 
safety and access to attractions. 

Other CPV Services 
Transportation from bus loading facility to 
West Lincoln Street 

Other CPV Services Lincoln Street improvements 
Source: City and Borough of Sitka. 

Key future needs include extending the Sitka Sea Walk to 
facilitate safe walking ~ccess to the western end of 
Lincoln Street to allow passengers to visit merchants and 

attractions such as the Alaska Native Brotherhood Hall, 

Sheet'ka Kwaan Naa Kahidi Community House, Old 
Russian Cemetery and Blockhouse, and Alaska Pioneer 

Home gardens. Transportation options are needed to 

assist passengers with transit from the bus loading facility 
to locations on West Lincoln Street This is important to 

assist visitors with mobility concerns who may not be 

able to access West Lincoln Street attractions via the sea 
walk extension. 

Lincoln Street is the primary economic center for the 
cruise industry in Sitka. The Lincoln Street improvement 

project would replace aging and failing asphalt, curb, 

gutter, and sidewalk along the central business district of 

Lincoln Street from Harbor Way to Lake Street with new 

hardscape. Improvements would replace non

conforming wheelchair ramps with Americans with 
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Disabilities Act wheelchair ramps and enhanced 

pavement crosswalks. These improvements will support 

V1s1tor act1v1t1es within Sitka's downtown core 

commercial district by improving the visitor experience 

and enhancing pedestrian safety. 

CPV REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

The City and Borough of Sitka received approximately 

$5.5 million in shared revenue between FY2007 and 

FY2016. The city's largest distribution was $1,359,039 

during FY2009. 

CPV Revenue Distribution 

Fiscal Year Amount Passengers1 

20072 $103,325 20,665 

20082 $1,025,670 205,134 

2009 $1,359,030 271,806 

2010 $1,078,480 215,696 

2011 $706,505 141,301 

2012 $414,130 82,826 

2013 $135,355 27,071 

2014 $302,985 60,597 

2015 $157,340 31,468 

2016 $218,350 43,670 

Total $5,501,170 1,000,234 

Source: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 

'Only includes passengers that pay CPV tax. Fiscal year disbursements are 

based on passenger numbers during the prior calendar year. 
2First year revenue from calendar year 2007 was disbursed partially in 

FY2007 and the remainder during FY2008 

LEGISLATIVE GRANTS 

Sitka received nearly $14 million between FY2010 and 

FY2015 in legislative grants from the Commercial Vessel 

Passenger Tax Account. The grants have funded harbor 

infrastructure and Centennial Hall reconstruction. 

CPV-Related Legislative Grants 

Fiscal Year Project Amount 

2010 CPV lightering facility improvements $2,000,000 

2011 
CPV facilities and visitor 

$4,500,000 
Improvements 

2011 Crescent Harbor sidewalk widening $1,000,000 

2012 
Commercial passenger vessel and 

$3,000,000 
visitor facility improvements 

2015 
Commercial passenger vessel and 

$3,300,000 
visitor facility improvements 

Total $13,800,000 

Sources: Alaska Division of Community and Regional Affairs and Alaska State 

Legislature, Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

CPV REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

The City and Borough of Sitka spends shared CPV 

revenue primarily on passenger services. During FY2016, 

Sitka received $218,350 in shared CPV revenue. Sitka 

spent $69,237.67 to facilitate CPV visitor safety and 

access (transport passengers by bus from Old Sitka Dock 

to downtown; provide security at the lightering dock 

gangway, and support security-related telephone charges). 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 

FY2007 to FY2016 
Category Description Expenditures 

Harbor Infrastructure Harbor Fund $366,000 

Other CPV Services Advertising $7,000 

Other CPV Services Building repair $8,000 

Other CPV Services Contracted services $554,000 

Other CPV Services Equipment rentals $8,000 

Other CPV Services 
Interdepartmental 

$42,000 
Services 

Other CPV Services Telephone $14,000 

Other CPV Services 
Tools and small 

$5,000 
equipment 

Other CPV Services Maintenance Fund $14,000 

Other CPV Services General Fund $1,019,000 

Other CPV Services IT Fund $18,000 

Other CPV Services 
Capital Projects 

$1,456,000 
(Centennial Hall) 

Other CPV Services 
Bus transportation - Old 

$50,000 
Sitka Dock to downtown 

Other CPV Services 
Security personnel at 

$18,048 
lightering dock gangway 

Other CPV Services 
Security-related 

$1,190 
telephone charges 

Total $3,580,238 

Sources: City and Borough of Sitka and Alaska State Legislature, Division of 

Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

RELATED INFORMATION 

• City and Borough of Sitka. 2016. Municipal Code 

Chapter 4.05 Establishing a Marine Passenger Fee Fund. 

(www.codcpublishing.com/AK/Si1ka/ocds/ORD%20201 
6-32.pdf) 

• MRV Architects,Jones and Jones, McDowell Group. 

2010. Sitka Passenger Fee Fund Implementation Plan. 

CONTACT 

Mark Gorman 

Municipal Administrator 

City and Borough of Sitka 

907-747-1808 

mark.gorman@cityofsitka.org 
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MUNICIPALITY OF SKAGWAY 

First Class Borough 

2015 Population: 1,040 
FY2007 to FY2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: $34,578,520 

PROFILE 

Skagway is located 90 miles northeast of Juneau at the 

northern end of Lynn Canal. As a visitor destination, 

Skagway is ideally located as cruise ship port, a transfer 

site for rail and interior bus tours, and a link on the 

highway system and the Alaska Marine Highway. The 

Klondike Gold Rush Historical Park and White Pass 

and Yukon Railroad are major attractions. 

Skagway received nearly 4,000 cruise ship port calls 

and more than 7.8 million passengers between 2007 

and 2016. Passenger volume peaked at 821,874 visitors 

during 2013, achieving the city's highest visitation 

numbers since 2007. Cruise ship traffic has been 

relatively stable in recent years, with a slight increase 

expected in the future. 

Skagway Cruise Ship Visitors 
2007 to 2016 

Calendar Year Ship Calls Passengers 

2007 486 820,829 

2008 466 781,676 

2009 424 785,034 

2010 370 697,060 

2011 345 708,981 

2012 355 755,681 

2013 388 821,874 

2014 396 819,239 

2015 380 815,541 

2016 362 817,308 

Total 3,972 7,823,223 
Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. Estimates do not include Un
cruise Adventures or Alaskan Dream Cruises. 

PROJECTED NEEDS OF COMMUNITY 

In 2008, Skagway commissioned a study to quantify 

cruise ship visitor impacts on municipal services and 

facilities. Municipal department directors identified 

impacts such as (1) increased staffing levels and facility 

hours, (2) increased demand for municipal utilities, (3) 

increased emergency and non-emergency call volume 

for public safety departments, ( 4) increased demand 

for permits and inspections, (5) increased pedestrian 

and vehicular congestion, and (6) increased public 

restroom and other facility maintenance. Skagway uses 

CPV revenue to pay for municipal services or facilities 

that benefit cruise ship visitors: fire, police, and public 

works departments and facilities ( e.g., civic center, 

museum, library, and health center). In addition to 

identifying passenger service needs, the Skagwqy 2020 

Comprehensive Plan identifies port infrastructure and 

passenger services projects. Municipal leaders reported 

no change to the process as of FY2016. 

Priority Projects for CPV Revenue 

Category Description 

Port Infrastructure Port gateway project 

Port Infrastructure and 
Public safety building 

Other CPV Services 

Port Infrastructure Floating dock 

Additional well and water tank to 

Other CPV Services improve water delivery system 
when cruise ships are in town. 

Source: Municipality of Skagway. 

CPV REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

The Municipality of Skagway received more than $34 

million in CPV shared revenue between FY2007 and 

FY2016. The highest distribution was $4.06 million 

received during FY2014. 

CPV Revenue Distribution 
FV2007 to FV2016 

Fiscal Year Amount Passengers1 

20072 $339,855 67,971 

20082 $3,717,410 743,482 

2009 $3,862,970 772,594 

2010 $3,904,825 780,965 

2011 $3,455,540 691,108 

2012 $3,470,720 694,144 

2013 $3,728,105 745,621 

2014 $4,062,215 812,443 

2015 $4,008,335 801,667 

2016 $4,028,545 805,709 

Total $34,578,520 6,915,704 
Source: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 
'Only includes passengers that pay CPV Excise Tax. Fiscal year 
disbursements are based on passenger numbers during the prior 
calendar year. 
2First year revenue from calendar year 2007 was disbursed partially in 
FY2007 and the remainder during FY2008. 
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LEGISLATIVE GRANTS 

In addition to receiving shared CPV revenue, Skagway 

received more than $10 million in legislative grants 

from the Commercial Vessel Passenger Tax Account. 

CPV-Related Legislative Grants 

Fiscal Year Project Amount 

2009 
Seawalk lntermodal Cruise 

$2,000,000 
Ship Access Project 

Municipal wastewater 
2010 treatment facility $2,500,000 

improvements 

Commercial passenger vessel 
2011 lightering and harbor $4,000,000 

improvements 

Municipal wastewater 
2011 treatment facility $800,000 

improvements 

2015 
Float extension to serve 

$800,000 
cruise passenger vessels 

Total $10,100,000 

Sources: Alaska Division of Community and Regional Affairs and Alaska 
State Legislature, Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

To date, the Municipality of Skagway has used 

approximately half of its shared CPV revenue for port 

infrastructure and passenger services. The municipality 

plans to use remaining CPV revenue for future port 

development, as well as engineering and construction 

of a public safety building. 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 
FY2007 to FY2016 

Category Description Expenditures 

Harbor 
Seawalk/wave barrier $3,009,351 

Infrastructure 

Harbor Small Boat Harbor 
$218,240 

Infrastructure maintenance building 

Harbor Small Boat Harbor master 
$25,000 

Infrastructure plan 

Harbor Small Boat Harbor 
$420,242 

Infrastructure upgrades 

Other CPV Services 7th pasture dike $4,500 

Other CPV Services AB Hall Improvements $10,000 

Other CPV Services Bear-proof garbage lids $11,322 

Other CPV Services Bicycle racks $9,732 

Other CPV Services Booster station $177,628 

Other CPV Services Cemetery improvements $7,987 

Other CPV Services Dock security/signage $14,806 

Other CPV Services Dyea improvements $107,755 

Other CPV Services Fire Department OSHA $52,932 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 

FY2007 to FY2016 

Category Description Expenditures 

Other CPV Services 
Fire Department water 

$12,810 tank building 

Other CPV Services Fire training facility $17,451 

Other CPV Services Incinerator repairs $470,932 

Other CPV Services 924-K loader $190,537 

Other CPV Services Library expansion/parking $11,166 

Other CPV Services Museum collection $48,135 

Other CPV Services Playground equipment $228,900 

Other CPV Services Public Safety Engineering $702,595 

Other CPV Services Rapuzzi Collection $93,502 

Other CPV Services Recreation Center entry $178,995 

Other CPV Services 
Recreation Center 

$28,176 expansion 

Other CPV Services 
Recreation Center 

$195,471 
improvements 

Other CPV Services Redwood water tank $64,245 

Other CPV Services Rural fire suppression $488 

Other CPV Services Street light LED conversion $58,407 

Other CPV Services Street maintenance $285,490 

Other CPV Services Trail maintenance $5,490 

Other CPV Services TWIC equipment $17,247 

Other CPV Services Upper Dewey Lake Trail $9,709 

Other CPV Services Water well exploration $66,690 

Other CPV Services WWTP upgrades $75,000 

Other CPV Services Transfers to General $10,758,333 

Other CPV Services Transfers to Garbage $1,081,45S 

Other CPV Services Transfers to Tourism $30,350 

Other CPV Services Transfers to Water/Sewer $1,522,324 

Total Expenditures $20,223,396 

Sources: Municipality of Skagway and Alaska State Legislature, Division of 
Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

RELATED INFORMATION 

• Blasco, Robert P. and Van Altvorst, James A. 

2008. Allocating Commercial Passenger Vessel Excise 

Tax Revenues. 

• Sheinberg Associates. 2009. Municipality of Skagwqy 

2020 Comprehensive Plan. 

CONTACT 

Scott Hahn, Borough Manager 

Heather Rodig, Borough Treasurer 

Municipality of Skagway 
907-983-2297 

h.rodig@skagway.org 
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CITY OF UNALASKA 

1st Class City, Unorganized Borough 

2015 Population: 4,605 

FY2007 to FY2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: $30,020 

PROFILE 

Located approximately 900 miles southwest of 

Anchorage along the Aleutian Island chain, Unalaska 

sits in the heart of the North Pacific and Bering Sea 

fisheries and is home to the Port of Dutch Harbor. As 

the only natural deep-water port in Western Alaska, it 

has been significant since the 18th century when the 

Russian fur traders first sailed here. 

Unalaska received 71 cruise ship calls and more than 

24,000 passengers between 2007 and 2016. 

Historically, the majority of vessels calling at the Port 

of Dutch Harbor have not carried enough passengers 

to subject them to the CPV Excise Tax. The port 

received approximately one to two ships a year that 

carried more than 250 passengers. During 2016, 

vessels carrying more than 250 passengers made six 

port calls; three of the vessels (i.e., Crystal Serenity, 

Millennium, and Volendam) exceeded 1,000 

passengers. Cruise visitation during 2016 reached a 

decade high of more than 6,500 passengers. 

Unalaska Cruise Ship Visitors 

2007 to 2016 

Calendar Year Ship Calls Passengers 

2007 9 2,534 

2008 6 709 

2009 14 3,398 

2010 4 956 

2011 3 707 

2012 3 1,371 

2013 6 1,285 

2014 8 2,652 

2015 8 4,112 

2016 10 6,526 

Total 71 24,250 

Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. 

PROJECTED NEEDS OF COMMUNITY 

Although the City of Unalaska receives a relatively 

small share of the CPV revenue, the Unalaska 

Comprehensive Plan 2020 identifies a need for better 

facilities to accommodate cnuse ships. Priority 

projects include improvements to the Unalaska Marine 

Center dock and completing pedestrian pathways for 

cruise visitors. 

Priority Projects for CPV Revenue 

Category Description 

Port Unalaska Marine Center Dock Improvements 
Facilities Project ($40 M) 
Port 

S Curves Pathway Project ($1 M) 
Facilities 

Source: City of Unalaska. 

CPV REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

The City of Unalaska has received $30,000 in CPV 

revenue between FY2007 and FY2016. The highest 

distribution was $8,155 received during FY2016. 

CPV Revenue Distribution 

FY2007 to FY2016 

Fiscal Year Amount Passengers1 

2007 - -
2008 - -
2009 - -
2010 $7,620 1,524 

2011 $3,000 600 

2012 $1,310 262 

2013 $4,120 824 

2014 $4,165 833 

2015 $1,650 330 

2016 $8,155 1,631 

Total $30,020 6,004 
Source: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 

'Only includes passengers that pay CPV Excise Tax. Fiscal year 

disbursements are based on passenger numbers during the prior 

calendar year. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATIONS 

Unalaska has not received legislative appropriations 

from the commercial Vessel Passenger Tax Account 

for cruise ship port and harbor infrastructure. 
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CPV REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

The amount of shared revenue the city receives 1s 

insufficient to undertake large scale projects. The city 

uses CPV revenue to augment funding for city services 

to cruise ship visitors. 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 

FY2007 to FY2016 

Category 

Other CPV 
Services 

Description 

Operating Costs - Admin 

Assistant 11 - General 

Billing 

Expenditures 

$30,020 

Total $30,020 

Sources: City of Unalaska and Alaska State Legislature, Division of 

Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

RELATED INFORMATION 

• City of Unalaska. 2011. Unalaska Comprehensive Plan 

2020. 

CONTACT 

Erin Reindeers 

Assistant City Manager 

City of Unalaska 

907-581-1252 

ereinders@ci. unalaska.ak. us 
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CITY OF VALDEZ 

Home Rule City 

2015 Population: 4,011 

FY2007 to FY2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: S65,335 

PROFILE 

The City of Valdez is located on the north shore of 

Port Valdez, a deep water fjord in Prince William 

Sound. It is 305 road miles from Anchorage and 364 

road miles south of Fairbanks at the southern terminus 

of the Trans Alaska Pipeline System. Valdez is an 

important seaport with a major cargo and container 

facility. Commercial fishing has also been a key 

component of the economy. Valdez is surrounded by 

some of the world's tallest coastal mountains and 

offers convenient access to the Columbia Glacier, a 

popular day trip destination. Valdez also has a strong 

trail system with 33 miles of trails and four trailheads 

within less than one mile of the crnise ship dock. 

Valdez Cruise Ship Visitors 

2007 to 2016 

Calendar Year Ship Calls Passengers 

2007 - -

2008 9 5,553 

2009 11 6,367 

2010 1 469 

2011 1 332 

2012 - -

2013 1 382 

2014 . -

2015 - -
2016 . -

Total 23 13,102 

Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. 

Since 2007, Valdez has received 23 crwse ships and 

approximately 13,000 visitors. Beginning with the 2004 

cruise season, Celebrity Ctuises stopped port calls in 

Valdez after adding Icy Strait Point to its itinerary. 

Princess Cruises visited Valdez in 2008 and 2009, but 

reduced statewide capacity during 2010. The reduction 

primarily impacted cross-gulf itineraries and 

communities like Valdez. No ctuise ships visited 

Valdez between 2014 and 2016. No cruise ships are 

scheduled to visit Valdez during 2017. 
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PROJECTED NEEDS OF COMMUNITY 

Following a steep decline in crnise ship traffic in the 

early 2000s, Valdez commissioned a study of the cruise 

industry and how it viewed the community. The study 

identified a list of priority actions necessary to 

strengthen the existing visitor industry. These actions 

included the following: 

• move cruise ship berth downtown 

• expand small boat harbor 

• develop tour packages and e.."Xcursions 

• improve city dock and uplands for better 

access to downtown area 

• revitalize downtown physical appearance and 

business retail 

• coordinate local attractions and events 

• develop and connect trails and parks 

• design and construct a multi-agency facility, 

including a natural history museum 

• enhance sport fishing opportunities, and 

• leverage special events and festivals to market 

Valdez Civic and Convention Center. 

The City of Valdez developed the Old Ciry Dock Master 

Plan to address the priorites identified in the study and 

secured funding from a variety of federal, state, and 

local sources. The community's top priorities were to 

move the cruise ship berth downtown and improve the 

city dock and uplands for better access to the 

downtown area. 

Priority Projects for CPV Revenuef 

Category Description 

Port Facilities Move cruise ship berth downtown. 

Port Facilities 
Improve city dock and uplands for 
better access to downtown area. 

Passenger Services Develop an interpretive center. 

Source : City of Valdez. 

February 2017 City of Valdez 
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REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

Between FY2007 and FY2016, the City of Valdez 

received $65,353 in CPV revenue. The highest 

distribution amount was $31,730 received in FY2009. 

CPV Revenue Distribution 

Fiscal Year Amount Passengers1 

2007 - -
2008 . -
2009 $28,355 5,671 

2010 $31,730 6,346 

2011 $2,335 467 

2012 $1,650 330 

2013 . -
2014 $1,265 253 

2015 - -
2016 - -
Total $65,335 13,067 

Source: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 

'Only includes passengers that pay CPV Excise Tax. Fiscal year 

disbursements are based on passenger numbers during the prior 

calendar year. 

LEGISLATIVE GRANTS 

In addition to receiving shared CPV tax revenue, the 

City of Valdez received nearly $6 million in legislative 

grants from the Commercial Vessel Passenger Tax 

Account. The grants paid for cruise ship dock 

renovation, uplands repair, and an information and 

interpretive center. 

CPV-Related Legislative Grants 

Fiscal Year Project Amount 

2009 
Cruise Ship Dock Renovation 

$1,675,000 
and Uplands Repair 

2010 Dock Improvements $3,325,000 

2010 
City Dock Information and 

$800,000 
Interpretative Center 

Total $5,800,000 

Sources: Alaska Division of Community and Regional Affairs and Alaska 

State Legislature, Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

CPV REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

The amount of shared CPV revenue the City of Valdez 

receives is minimal, so the city has used it to offset 

general funds invested in the city's waterfront 

revitalization efforts. 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 

FY2007 to FY2015 

Category Description Expenditures 

Other CPV Services Picnic tables $6,000 

Other CPV Services Flowers $1,000 

Other CPV Services Landscaping mulch $1,000 

Other CPV Services Benches $19,000 

Other CPV Services Pennants $3,000 

Other CPV Services 
Signs and welcome 

$1,000 
banners 

Port Facilities Kelsey Dock Decking $28,000 

Kelsey Dock sea floor 

Port Facilities 
soundings and uplands 

$5,000 
building steel fish in 

waves art sculpture 

Kelsey dock piling caps 

Port Facilities and jersey barrier $1,000 
chains 

Total $65,000 

Source: City of Valdez and Alaska State Legislature, Division of 

Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

RELATED INFORMATION 

• PND Engineers, Inc. (2007). Valdez Waterfront 

Devekipment Master Plan. 

CONTACT 

Lisa Von Bargen 
Economic Development Director 

City of Valdez 
907-834-3425 
lvonbargen@ci. valdez. ak. us 

February 2017 City of Valdez 
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CITY OF WHITTIER 

Second Class City 

2015 Population: 253 

FY2007 to FY2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: $7,777,775 

PROFILE 

Whittier is on the southeast shore of the Kenai 

Peninsula, at the head of Passage Canal in Prince 

William Sound, about 60 miles southeast of 

Anchorage. The U.S. Army constructed a port and a 

railroad terminus in Whittier to transport fuel and 

supplies into Alaska during World War II. A railroad 

spur and two tunnels were completed during 1943. 

One rail tunnel was adapted to accommodate both rail 

and highway vehicles during 2000. Tours, charters, and 

sportfishing in Prince William Sound attract seasonal 

visitors. 

Whittier Cruise Ship Visitors 
2007 to 2016 

Calendar Year Ship Calls Passengers 

2007 96 225,071 

2008 80 220,117 

2009 80 212,598 

2010 48 126,866 

2011 29 130,312 

2012 36 170,758 

2013 45 202,336 

2014 35 162,002 

2015 36 146,528 

2016 29 129,894 

Total 514 1,726,482 

Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska. 

Like Seward, Whittier is a primary transfer or 

destination port for cross-gulf cruises. The ships call at 

Whittier because of its proximity to Anchorage and 

destinations throughout Southcentral Alaska. Between 

2007 and 2016, Whittier received more than 500 cruise 

ship calls and more than 1. 7 million passengers. 

Declines in cruise visitation since 2010 are primarily 

due to the loss of the Carnival Spirit, which carried 

about 35,000 cruise visitors to and from Whittier each 

year between 2005 and 2009. Cruise port calls during 

2013 increased to 45, but returned to 2011 levels of 29 

port calls during 2016. 

PROJECTED NEEDS OF COMMUNITY 

Cruise ships stop several times a week at a floating 

dock and embarkation building owned by privately

owned Whittier Dock Enterprises LLC. The dock and 

building can accommodate a single cruise ship visit 

each day. The Alaska Railroad owns the facilities 

where passengers are transferred between the cruise 

and the rail lines. Since the cruise ship docking 

facilities are privately owned, the City of Whittier's 

goals for expending shared CPV revenue are to (1) 

provide a safe environment for cruise ship passengers 

and pedestrians, and (2) enhance opportunities for 

cruise ship visitors to patronize local businesses and 

charters. Improvements to public safety are required 

to meet the first goal, and improvements to the harbor 

district are needed to achieve the second goal. 

The Whittier City Council established a Commercial 

Vessel Passenger Special Revenue Fund to receive 

shared revenue from the state. The city planning 

commission has engaged the public in the discussion 

on expending shared CPV funds and has served as the 

working group that reviews, evaluates, and 

recommends projects for CPV funding. The Whittier 

Port and Harbor Commission also submits capital 

improvement recommendations to the city council. 

Through its budgetary authority, the city council 

appropriates CPV funds for expenditure. 

Priority Projects for CPV Revenue 

Category Description 

Other CPV Services Visitor center 

Other CPV Services Covered walkways/boardwalks 

Other CPV Services 
Enclosed rest areas, benches, and 

additional restrooms 

Harbor 
Harbor float replacement 

Infrastructure 

Other CPV Services Public Safety Building Construction 

Sources: City of Wh1tt1er, Planning Commission, Port and Harbor 

Commission, and Whittier City Council. 

February 2017 City of Whittier 
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SHARED CPV REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

Between FY2007 and FY2016, the City of Whittier 

received a nearly $7.8 million in CPV revenue. The 

highest distribution was $1,059,970 in FY2008. 

CPV Shared Revenue Distribution 

FY2007 - FY2016 

Fiscal Year Amount Passengers1 

20072 $44,840 8,968 

20082 $1,059,970 211,994 

2009 $1,001,985 200,397 

2010 $1,045,550 209,110 

2011 $695,790 139,158 

2012 $637,265 127,453 

2013 $828,865 165,773 

2014 $950,635 190,127 

2015 $791,550 158,310 

2016 $721,325 144,265 

Total $7,777,775 1,555,555 

Source: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 
'Only includes passengers that pay CPV Excise Tax. Fiscal year 
disbursements are based on passenger numbers during the prior 
calendar year. 
2First year revenue from calendar year 2007 was disbursed partially in 
FY2007 and the remainder during FY2008. 

LEGISLATIVE GRANTS 

In addition to receiving CPV revenue, the City of 

Whittier received $325,000 in FY2010 in a legislative 

appropriation from the Commercial Vessel Passenger 

Tax Account. 

Sources: Alaska Division of Community and Regional Affairs and Alaska 
State Legislature, Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

SHARED CPV REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

In general, the City of Whittier uses CPV revenues for 

harbor infrastructure and passenger services, primarily 

public safety. These services include hiring seasonal 

paramedics, police officers, and fire protection, along 

with maintaining vehicles for police, fire and 

ambulance, which far exceed the needs of the 

community alone. 

Shared CPV Revenue Expenditures 

FY2007 - FY2016 

Category Description Expenditures 

Harbor 
EDA 070105881- Harbor Project $172,000 

infrastructure 

Harbor 
Emergency harbor repairs $65,000 

infrastructure 

Harbor 
Harbor float replacement $336,000 

infrastructure 

Harbor 
Harbor Project $234,000 

infrastructure 

Harbor Public Facilities' Harbor Facility 
$2,000,000 

infrastructure Grant Program 

Harbor Transfer to COOP 10-037 matching 
$71,000 

infrastructure portion 

Harbor 
Request for Proposal Ad - Public 

Infrastructure 
Facilities' Harbor Facility Grant $1,000 

Program 

OtherCPV Whittier Museum Association 
$55,000 

Services contribution 

Other CPV Bear proof trash cans - Harbor 
$11,000 

Services Project 

OtherCPV Whittier Creek levee emergency 
$6,000 

Services watershed protection 

Harbor Harbor Triangle Area Gazebo 
$12,000 

Infrastructure construction 

OtherCPV Public Safety - Emergency medical 
$43,000 

Services services equipment purchase 

Other CPV Public Safety - ambulance 
$19,000 

Services purchase 

Other CPV 
Public Safety - P-12 roof survey $29,000 

Services 
Other CPV 

Public Safety - vehicle purchase $23,000 
Services 

OtherCPV Public Safety - Transfer to Police, 
$1,169,000 

Services Emergency Medical Services, Fire 

OtherCPV Public Safety - building 
$1,492,217 

Services construction1 

Harbor 
Harbor float replacement (2017) $1,500,000 

infrastructure 

Other CPV Public Safety - Cruise Dock 
$30,000 

Services security cameras 

Total $7,268,217 
Sources: City of Whittier and Alaska State Legislature, Division of Legislative 
Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 
1Total project budget is $2,500,000 

RELATED INFORMATION 

• City of Whittier. 2012. Whittier Comprehensive Plan 

Update. 

CONTACT 

Mark Lynch 

City Manager 

City of Whittier 

907 -4 7 2-2327 

citymanager@whittieralaska.gov 

February 2017 City of Whittier 
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CITY AND BOROUGH OF WRANGELL 

Unified Home Rule Borough 

2015 Population: 2,442 

FY2007 to FY2016 CPV Excise Tax Revenue: $154,085 

PROFILE 

The City and Borough of Wrangell lies on the 

northwest tip of Wrangell Island near the mouth of 

the Stikine River, a historic trade route to the 

Canadian Interior. Wrangell's economy is based on 

commercial fishing, tourism, and the marine service 

and repair industry. The Stikine River and surrounding 

area attract visitors who engage in fishing, wildlife and 

glacier viewing, and jetboating and kayaking adventure 

tours. Nearby Anan Wildlife Observatory is famous 

for black and brown bear viewing. 

Wrangell received 158 cruise ship port calls and nearly 

50,000 passengers between 2007 and 2016. Wrangell is 

currently a destination for small and medium-sized 

cruise ships. Large cruise ships have not visited 

Wrangell since Norwegian Cruise Lines repositioned 

one of the company's Alaska ships to Hawaii during 

2006. 

Wrangell Cruise Ship Visitors 

2007 to 2016 

Calendar Year Ship Calls Passengers 

2007 34 5,192 

2008 24 4,002 

2009 14 3,842 

2010 29 3,869 

2011 8 4,719 

2012 3 678 

2013 12 6,417 

2014 10 5,171 

2015 12 7,471 

2016 12 7,926 

Total 158 49,287 

Source: Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska (CLAA). Data do not include Un

cruise Adventures or Alaskan Dream Cruises. 

PROJECTED NEEDS OF COMMUNITY 

Despite declining large ship cruise visitor numbers 

since 2004, smaller cruise vessels stopping in Wrangell 

have remained steady. The City and Borough of Wrangell's 

Comprehensive Plan indicates residents are interested in 

attracting one to two large cruise ships per week. 

Priority actions include strengthening pedestrian 

connections from the cruise ship dock to the Nolan 

Center and Shakes Island (safe crosswalks, wider 

sidewalks, maps, waterfront access, boardwalk, and 

interpretive signs); improving access to trailheads; and 

extending trails. An analysis of Wrangell as a cruise 

ship destination showed that the downtown dock is 

properly equipped to handle Panamax-size cruise 

ships, with very good access to and from the dock for 

arriving and departing cruise ships. The analysis 

identified downtown revitalization and improving 

Wrangell's physical presentation as primary actions to 

strengthen Wrangell's viability as a cruise destination. 

Currently, city economic development staff, the 

Wrangell Port Commission, and the Wrangell 

Convention and Visitor Bureau recommend projects 

to be funded by the CPV Excise Tax. 

Priority Projects for CPV Revenue 

Category Description 

Other CPV Street banners, information kiosk, benches, 

Services and pocket park near cruise ship dock 

OtherCPV Waterfront access near Cruise Ship Dock and 

Services Nolan Center 

Other CPV Access to, or extensions of, trails utilized by 

Services cruise passengers 
Source: City and Borough of Wrangell. 

CPV REVENUE DISTRIBUTION 

The City and Borough of Wrangell received more than 

$150,000 in CPV revenue between FY2007 and 

FY2016. The highest distribution was $38,845 received 

in FY2016. 

February 2017 City and Borough of Wrangell 
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CPV Revenue Distribution 
FY2007 to FY2016 

Fiscal Year Amount Passengers1 

2007 - -
2008 - -
2009 $9,975 1,995 

2010 $26,180 5,236 

2011 $2,510 502 

2012 $19,350 3,870 

2013 $1,730 346 

2014 $31,430 6,286 

2015 $24,065 4,813 

2016 $38,845 7,769 

Total $154,085 30,817 

Source: Alaska Department of Revenue, Tax Division. 
'Only includes passengers that pay CPV Excise Tax. Fiscal year 
disbursements are based on passenger numbers during the prior 
calendar year. 

LEGISLATIVE GRANTS 

In addition to receiving shared CPV revenue, the City 
and Borough of Wrangell received just over $6 million 
in legislative grants from the Commercial Vessel 
Passenger Tax Account. 

CPV-Related Legislative Grants 

Fiscal Year Project Amount 

2010 Marine passenger service center $2,500,000 

2010 
Stikine Avenue sidewalk 

$390,000 
extension/ Front Street 

2011 
Commercial passenger vessel 

$3,250,000 
facility 

2011 Waterfront master plan $75,000 

Total $6,215,000 

Sources: Alaska Division of Community and Regional Affairs and Alaska 
State Legislature, Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

CPV REVENUE EXPENDITURES 

The City and Borough of Wrangell did not spend CPV 
distributions through FY2012 because the community 
was in the midst of a multi-year downtown 
revitalization project and chose to wait until its 
completion to determine the best use for the CPV 

funds. Additionally, smce CPV shared revenue 

distributions are relatively small in comparison to 
funds required for a capital project, the city and 
borough is allowing the revenue to accumulate in the 
hopes of undertaking larger projects in the future. 
However, the city and borough spent $9,000 in 
FY2013 on street decorations and landscaping along 
the newly completed Front Street corridor. 

CPV Revenue Expenditures 
FY2007 to FY2016 

Category Description Expenditures 

OtherCPV 
Downtown Revitalization 
Project (banners, bumpouts, $14,000 

Services 
and landscaping) 

Other CPV Park benches and trash 
$33,000 

Services receptacles 
Additional Landscaping, park 

$13,200 
Other CPV bench installation, trash 
Services receptacle improvements (bird 

proofing 

Total $60,200 

Source: City and Borough of Wrangell and Alaska State Legislature, 
Division of Legislative Audit, Audit 04-30083-16. 

RELATED INFORMATION 

• Global Destinations Development, LLC. 2006. 
Ana!Jsis ef Cruise Ship Destination and Marketing Plan. 

• Sheinberg and Associates. 2010. City and Borough ef 
Wrangell Comprehensive Plan. 

• Corvus Design Inc. 2015. Wrangell Watetfront 
Preferred Master Plan. 

• Rain Coast Data. 2015. Wrangell Visitor Economy f?y 
the Numbers. 

CONTACT 

Carol Rushmore 
Economic Development Director 
City and Borough of Wrangell 
907-874-2381 
ecodev@wrangell.com 

February 2017 City and Borough of Wrangell 40 
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A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Introduction 

The Municipality of Skagway is entitled to and does receive a portion of revenue the 
State of Alaska generates through an "excise tax on passengers traveling on 
commercial passenger vessels providing overnight accommodations that anchor or 
moor on the state's marine water with the intent to allow passengers to embark or 
disembark" imposed under authority of AS 43.52.200-43.52.295. The provisions of AS 
43.52.200-43.52.295 provide general guidance to municipalities such as Skagway 
regarding the use of that State-shared revenue. 

In 2008, in anticipation of its first receipt of this State-shared excise tax revenue, the 
Municipality commissioned a study to develop a rationale and an approach to assist 
elected and appointed officials to utilize those funds in "ways consistent with State law 
and that respond to community needs." The concluding report, Allocating Commercial 
Passenger Vessel Excise Tax Revenues, dated May 19, 2008, noted that the demands 
upon Municipality services and facilities necessarily included those imposed by the 
year-round resident population, notably increasing numbers of visitors, in particular 
cruise ship passengers and crew, and seasonal residents whose presence was closely 
linked to cruise ship visitors. The report also noted the obvious: Skagway is a 
disproportionately small community given the number of cruise ship visitors arriving 
and projected to arrive almost daily during the intensive summer visitor season. The 
report offered an approach for elected and appointed Municipality officials to utilize 
CPV funds consistent with requirements imposed by State law. The report also 
proposed using the Municipality's annual budget process to assess the effect of cruise 
ships, passengers and crew presence in Skagway on municipal services and facilities 
as a basis for deliberation on proposed appropriations of State-shared CPV funds. 

On February 29, 2016, the Alaska Division of Legislative Audit released A Performance 
Audit of the Department Of Commerce, Community, and Economic Development and 
Department Of Revenue Commercial Passenger Vessel (CPV) Tax Program. With regard 
to the Municipality's use of CPV revenues, the State's audit report notes at page 18: 

According to [Skagway] municipal representatives, the use of shared tax 
revenues to fund general municipal operations is justified by a cruise ship 
impact survey completed in FY 08 . . . The impact survey serves as an 
obiective basis for using CPV funds for general municipal operations. 
However, the audit noted that the survey was six years old at the time of the 
audit and in need of being updated. (Emphasis added) 

In response to the Legislative Audit report, the Assembly authorized a study to update 
the 2008 report. The scope of this update was significantly narrower than the 2008 
study. Largely, that difference related to the fact that the Municipality had an 
established procedure for allocating CPV funds; and, importantly, the Performance 
Audit report noted Skagway's "impact survey serves as an objective basis for using 
CPV funds for general municipal operations." Therefore, in order to address the 

Introduction 
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A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Performance Audit's remaining criticism that the "impact survey" was "in need of being 
updated," the Municipality required only updates to local census data, cruise ship visit 
schedules, passenger load and ship complement data, and related calculations that 
could be used to assess the effect of cruise ship visitations on the Municipality's 
services and facilities. That study concluded with a March 31, 2017 report, Estimating 
2016 Cruise Ship Visitor Impact - Skagway, Alaska. 

Further, as part of its authorization of the 2017 report, the Assembly also provided for 
periodic updates in order to ensure that the Municipality's elected and appointed 
officials were working with reasonably current data as they consider requests for 
appropriations of State-shared CPV funds. This report is intended to provide such an 
update of the 2017 report. 

Toward that end, this report aims to 

• Provide updates to Skagway's census data, cruise ship visit schedules, 
passenger load and ship complement data, and related calculations; 

• Provide information that the Municipality of Skagway, through its elected 
Assembly and appointed staff, can use to assess potential demand cruise ships, 
their passengers, and their crew may impose on the Municipality's services and 
facilities; and 

• Offer a frame of reference within which the Municipality, through its elected 
Assembly and appointed staff, can consider proposals to finance, provide, 
administer, operate, maintain, repair, or replace Municipality facilities and 
services affected by cruise ship visitations. 

Introduction 

SGY-2000, Page 95 of 423 

2 

EXHIBITG 
Page 6 of283 



EXC.SGY-000316

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway 

Skagway - A General Overview 

A Small Town Setting 

Skagway is a relatively small community; an estimated 1,087 people declare Skagway 
as their home residence. Of that total, 1,034 people, fully 95%, live within the 
community's compact urban core. 1 That core area is bounded by the waters of Taiya 
Inlet at the northernmost end of Lynn Canal, which provides cruise ships access to 
Skagway, and by dramatically imposing, rugged terrain. The following composite 
provides a graphic perspective of Skagway's setting as it pertains to this study.2 

1 State of Alaska, Department of Labor and Workforce Development, Research and Analysis 
Section, Alaska Population Overview - 2017 Estimates, November 2018, p. 134. 

2 State of Alaska, Department of Commerce and Community Development, Division of 
Community and Regional Affairs, 
http:/ /dcced.maps. arcg is.com/apps/webappviewer/index. html? id=18fdb0608757 40fdad2209 
9ca779d637 (accessed February 15, 2019). 

Photo credits: "Scenic" by Katelyn Bauer; "Our Town" by Andrew Cremata. 
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This core area, which is the focus of most of the Municipality of Skagway's public 
facilities and services, is suitably small for a year-round population of just over 1,000. 
The fact that this relatively small developed core is tightly framed and restricted by 
rugged terrain suggests that the Municipality's facilities and services will experience 
intensive seasonal use, far beyond what a community of 1,000 would normally require, 
when scheduled cruise ships will bring nearly 1.5 million visitors (passengers and crew) 
into the community during the 158-day 2019 season. Indeed, Skagway can anticipate 
21 days with over 16,000 cruise ship visitors, including one day exceeding 21,000 
visitors, in 2019. 

Being a relatively small and isolated community, Skagway has a proportionally small 
labor pool. That local labor pool is inadequate to meet the relatively large demands of 
the seasonal visitor sector of the local economy. Seasonal workers fill that demand. 
While current data is lacking, several studies define the issue. Relevant highlights 
follow: 

Since the maiority of visitors come to Skagway during the summer months, 
much of the total economic activity takes place during a short period of time. 
Skaqway's .employment exhibits sharp seasonal fluctuations and the bulk 
of its business revenues are earned during the summer months. . . . The 
bustling city center of Skagway in the middle of the tourist season is hardly 
recognizable during the winter months. For the month of January 1998, total 
employment was 349 and there were 11 employers with 10 or more 
employees. During the peak month of July 1998. employment more than 
tripled to 1. 106. and the number of large employers increased to 26. 1 

(Emphasis added.) 

As a result of heavy visitor volumes between May and September, many 
successful seasonal businesses have developed and thrived in Skagway. 
About 250 businesses operate in Skagway during the summer season, of 
which 213 sell goods and services to visitors. Because of the small labor 
pool in Skagway. many out-of-.area seasonal workers are attracted to 
Skagway to fill the available seasonal iobs. About 62% of summer season 
workers in Skagway are seasonal residents. Approximately 51 % of visitor
related businesses are owned by seasonal Skagway residents. 2 (Emphasis 
added.) 

1 John Boucher and Rachel Baker, "Skagway: Gateway to the Klondike." Alaska Economic 
Trends. July 1999. p. 5. 

2 Southeast Strategies and Dean Runyan Associates. Skagway Economic Impact Study. 
February 23, 2000, p. i. 

Note: The expressed purpose of this study was "to document of the economic impact of the 
visitor industry in Skagway, Alaska." Preface, p. iii. 
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The travel industry is the most important segment of Skagway's economy, 
providing most of the business income, employment and government 
revenue for the city. The economy of Skagway is robust from May through 
September - the period during which Skagway receives most of its visitors. 
Unlike other communities in the Southeast Alaska region, virtually no other 
basic economic sectors exist in Skagway. As this seasonal visitor volume 
has steadily risen, many successful seasonal businesses have developed 
and thrived in Skagway, attracting seasonal resident business owners. In 
addition to employing most full-year residents, Skagway businesses attract 
many out-of-area seasonal workers to fill a variety of summer iobs necessary 
to support Skagway's visitors. As a result. the population of Skagway more 
than doubles during the visitor season. 1 (Emphasis added.) 

Skagway's iob count nearly triples from its winter low point to its summer 
high point. ... Statewide, there's typically a much smaller summer increase 
of about 15 percent, and a much bigger share of that increase comes from 
seafood processing and construction, two of the state's other very seasonal 
industries. 2 (Emphasis added.) 

While limited in number and now somewhat dated, the general picture these reports 
draw is still true. Skagway's population temporarily, but dramatically, increases each 
year as businesses and government agencies gear up to provide services, facilities and 
products to meet the demands of upwards of 1 .5 million visitors. Each year, the 
expansion of the local labor pool "more than doubles," perhaps triples, the year-round 
population of Skagway. Those estimates may actually understate the actual increase; 
because many of these individuals are accompanied by families, partners and others, 
not all of whom are counted in official employment data.3 In any event, while the annual 
seasonal influx of temporary residents represents an understandable response to a 
thriving but seasonal visitor industry, the fact remains that the Municipality must be 
prepared to accommodate a doubling or tripling of the "resident" population for 40-
50% of the year, every year, on its public facilities and services. 

A Borough 

The community of Skagway was the first in Alaska to form a local municipal 
government. That first-in-Alaska municipality, now the Municipality of Skagway, is a 1st 
Class Borough incorporated under provisions of the constitution, laws and regulations 
of the State of Alaska. 

1 ibid. p. 5. 
2 Dan Robinson and Alyssa Shanks, "Skagway," Alaska Economic Trends, June 2008. p. 5. 
3 Telephone conversations with Kaitlyn Jared, Skagway Development Corporation, February 26, 

2019; and with Cody Jennings, SCVB, March 13, 2019. 

Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway 

SGY-2000, Page 98 of 423 

5 

EXHIBITG 
Page 9 of283 



EXC.SGY-000319

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Article X, Section 2 provides that "All local government powers shall be vested in 
boroughs and cities." Article X, Section 3 of the Alaska constitution provides that 
boroughs 

shall be established in a manner and according to standards provided by 
law. The standards shall include population, geography, economy, 
transportation, and other factors. Each borough shall embrace an area and 
population with common interests to the maximum degree possible. 

Alaska Statutes and various provisions of the Alaska Administrative Code, in particular 
AS 29.05.031 and 3 AAC 110.04-3 AAC 110.067 respectively, elaborate the basic 
constitutional standards for borough incorporation. These provisions in Alaska law and 
regulation regarding formation of local governments suggest quite clearly that Alaska's 
local governments are intended to provide, operate and maintain public services and 
facilities necessary and appropriate for the communities they serve. Upon 
incorporation, then, local governments are empowered and obligated to provide the 
public services and facilities required, desired and supported by the residents of these 
communities as expressed through their duly elected representatives and appointed 
staff. 

For local governments, the provision, operation and maintenance of public services 
and facilities can be described in most basic terms as a numbers game. For reasons 
that are largely political and financial, each of the provided services and facilities is 
typically scaled to the size and character of the community. In some cases, the math 
might be relatively straightforward. Some examples: Daily requirements for potable 
water production and wastewater treatment can be estimated with fair accuracy for 
any given population. Fire departments can be staffed and equipped based upon the 
inventory and nature of the housing, commercial and industrial building stock. Police 
departments, too, can be staffed and equipped based upon factors relating to size and 
character of the community. Determining the nature and scope of other services and 
facilities may be a more involved task. Usually, most local governments services and 
facilities relate closely to community numbers. Various social, political and local 
economic factors influence the actual package of facilities and services provided to 
any given community. Local government annual operating and capital budgets reflect 
those calculations. 

Local governments generally scale municipal services and facilities to provide 
adequately for their resident populations and commercial and industrial components 
within available means. That level of public services and facilities normally proves 
sufficient for the community to host typical numbers of visitors. Skagway, though, is 
not "typical" in this sense. 
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A Prime Tourist Destination 

Skagway is a highly popular tourist destination; each year it hosts large numbers of 
visitors seeking to enjoy its unique scenic and historic attractions. Some of these 
visitors are independent travelers. Others prefer the convenience and amenities offered 
by more organized modes of travel such as cruise ships. 

The Skagway Convention & Visitors Bureau (SCVB) maintains statistics on the numbers 
and mode of travel for visitors arriving at Skagway, and publishes this data as Annual 

Visitor Statistics on its website and makes the data available as a downloadable 
spreadsheet.1 The most recent report covers the period 1983 through 2018. The SCVB 
data make at least two important points: 

• Since 1983, the numbers of independent travelers have remained 
generally constant from 1983 through 2018; and 

• The cruise ship visitor industry, long an important component of the 
overall community economy in general and the visitor industry in 
particular, has come to dominate the scene. 

A graph illustrating these two points, based upon data from the latest Annual Visitor 
Statistics report, follows. 
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This graph clearly shows that the number of visitors arriving at Skagway by all modes 
of transportation other than cruise ships has remained relatively steady throughout the 
period covered. However, SCVB's data shows the number of visitors arriving via cruise 
ships began to approach the levels of other modes in the mid-1980s; and, by the early 
1990s began a period of steady growth until around 2001. Although the years after 

1 Municipality of Skagway, Skagway Convention & Visitor Bureau, 
https://www.skagway.org/cvb/page/annual-visitor-statistics (accessed February 26 2019). 
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2001 saw ups and downs in cruise ship visitor traffic, the overall trend was continued 
growth, with 2018 showing a sharp increase. The 2019 cruise ship visitor season 
promises to exceed 2018's numbers. 

Further, the SCVB's Annual Visitor Statistics spreadsheet can be extended to isolate 
and clearly show the proportion of Skagway's seasonal visitors that do not arrive by 
cruise ships for each year from 1983 through 2018. A copy of that extended version of 
the SCVB's spreadsheet is included with this report as Appendix 1. In summary it 
shows that, while non-cruise ship visitors represented 71 % of the total visitors arriving 
at Skagway in 1983, that percentage gradually reduced during the period to only 9% of 
the total visitors in 2018. By 2018, therefore, over 90% of Skagway's visitors arrived on 
cruise ships. 

This growth in cruise ship traffic is based upon a number of factors. In addition to its 
scenic and historic attractions, Skagway enjoys a fortuitous location along Alaska's 
Inside Passage, a highly popular area for cruise ship operations. For these and other 
reasons, Skagway has established itself as one of three major ports on the itineraries of 
cruise ships plying Southeast Alaska waters. Now most cruise ships include all three 
communities in their itineraries. As a result, cruise ship visitations play a major role in 
Skagway's economy; Skagway is also an important destination for the cruise ship 
industry operating in SE Alaska. 

That said, as the Municipality plans and provides its various public facilities and 
services, it must consider at least one key difference between independent travel and 
cruise ship travel. Independent travelers, generally arriving and departing in small 
numbers and at varying times, can pass almost without notice with respect to the 
Municipality's provision of its services and facilities. The pattern of arrivals and 
departures for cruise ship visitors, however, is entirely different. They arrive, typically in 
large numbers, en masse. That is simply the nature of cruise ship travel. The 
cumulative effect of several large cruise ships arriving at roughly the same time 
compounds the issues the Municipality must face as it plans and provides public 
facilities and services for both resident and visitor populations. 

Cruise Ship Visitor Season - A 2019 Overview 

When the community of Skagway undertook to form a local government, it assumed 
obligations to provide certain public facilities and services largely as determined from 
time to time by the community through the actions of its duly elected officials. One 
complex set of issues facing the Municipality focuses on the demands relatively large 
numbers of cruise ship visitors impose on its facilities and services. 

Usage data and anecdotal evidence gathered by Municipality Department's staff is one 
obvious source of information to guide Assembly decisions in this regard. Such 
information can be included as part of narratives submitted along with Departments' 
annual operating and capital budget requests. 
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There are also several relatively simple measures derived from census and cruise ship 
schedule data that can offer a general overview of the potential demand cruise ship 
visits may impose on the Municipality's services and facilities. These are the focus of 
this report; brief discussions of those measures follow. 

The Season 

The Alaska cruise ship visitor industry is highly seasonal. In 2019, the first ship visiting 
Skagway arrives on April 29; the last ship of the season departs on October 3. 1 The 
season runs 158 days or about 43% of the entire year. Skagway's 2019 season will be 
only slightly longer than its 152-day 2016 season. Perhaps more significant is the fact 
that, while the 2019 cruise ship calendar is only slightly longer, it shows fewer days 
without ships in port. The 2016 calendar showed 15 days without cruise ships in port, 
while the 2019 calendar, in addition to being six days longer, includes seven fewer days 
without cruise ships in port. 

In addition, the 2019 season forecasts significant increases over 2016 in the total 
number of cruise ship visitors, the maximum number of visitors in Skagway on a given 
day, and the number of days with 16,000 or more visitors. Even the average number of 
visitors on any given day will be showing a noteworthy increase as that change alone is 
roughly equal to Skagway's year-round population. The following table offers a 
convenient summary of those changes. 

Comparison: Skagway Cruise Ship Season and Totals - 2016 and 2019 

SNeonDays Total PuNngera and Crew" 

Change 
8bgway 2018 2019 2018 2019 2018->2019 

Season Duration 152 158 1.211,738 1.479,548 267,810 22% 

Days w/No Ships 15 8 

Minimum on a Given Day 1,215 1,219 4 0.33% 

Maximum an a Givan Dai,t 16,607 21.438 4.831 29% 

Average for Days w/Ships 8,845 9,864 1,019 12% 

Days Total Visitors ll: 16,000 8 21 13 163% 

Daya Total Visitors 2: 5,000 and< 16,000 92 107 15 16% 

Days Total V-ISitors < 5,000 37 22 -15 -41% 

• Assumes 110% LBC for passengers and 100% ship complement for crew 

Also of note is the fact that the concentration of ships in port on any given day for 2019 
has changed from 2016. In 2019, the number of "light" cruise ship days, e.g., one or 
two ships in port, has decreased from 22% of season days in 2016 to 15% of season 

1 All cruise ship schedule data used in this repOli is based upon Cruise Line Agencies Alaska's 
January 4, 2019, draft schedules. (http://claalaska.com/?pagejd=i 250. Accessed January 
19, 2019). For reference, copies of those schedules for Skagway, Juneau and Ketchikan are 
include with this report as Appendix 2, Appendix 3, and Appendix 4 respectively. 
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days in 2019. Days with three or four ships in port increased from 63 % in 2016 to 71 % 
in 2019. The days with five ships in port decreased slightly - 15% in 2016 to 14% in 
2019. 

The following three tables, providing data on the number of cruise ships in Skagway on 
a given day for each month of the cruise ship season, are illustrative in this regard. The 
first is from the Estimating 2016 Cruise Ship Visitor Impact - Skagway, Alaska report. 

Disbibution of Cruise Ship Visits 
Skagway- 2016 • 

Sh(pe In Port 
on.a,Ofven ~r May Jun Jul Al.!9 Sep Totals Percent -
Day 

1 1 10 3 2 3 6 25 6% 

2 I) 10 11) 14 1.4 14 62 _J_6% 
3 .o 9 24 18 15 18 84 21% 
4 0 20 36 48 52 8 164 42% 
5 0 5 ~5 20 10 0 60 15% 

Totals 1 54 98 102 94 46 395 100% 

Poroent • 0% 14% 25% 26% 24% 12% 100% 

* Source: Estimating 2016 Cruise Ship Visitor Impact- Skagway, Alaska. March 31,2017. 
Table 1, p. 4 . 

.. Percentages rounded up to nearest whole percent. 

The next table provides data on the pattern of cruise ship visits as shown in CLAA's 
January 4, 2019, draft cruise ship calendar for Skagway. 

Dlstrfbutlon of Cruise Ship Visits 
Skagway - 2019 

Ships In Port 
Oil & Given A11r May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Totals Percent • 
Da.y 

1 2 8 1 , 0 0 7 2 20 4% 

2 0 16 12 8 8 8 0 52 11% 
3 0 9 27 24 27 30 0 117 26% 

4 0 16 40 64 64 20 0 204 45% 
5 0 20 201 15 10 0 0 65 14% 

Totals 2 69 1()() ! 111 109 65 2 458 100% 

Percent • 0% 15% 22% 24% 24% 14% 0% 100% 

• Percentages rounded up to nearest whole percent. 

The final of this series of three tables provides a summary of the changes in these 
distributions between the 2016 and 2019 cruise ship seasons. 
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Distribution of Cruise Ship Visits - Skagway 
Changes: 2016 - 2019 Seasons 

Ships In Port 
on a Given Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Totals 
Day 

1 1 -2 -2 -2 -3 1 2 -5 

2 0 6 2 -6 -6 -6 0 -10 

3 0 0 3 6 12 12 0 33 

4 0 -4 4 16 12 12 0 40 

5 0 15 -5 -5 0 0 0 5 

Totals 1 15 2 9 15 19 2 63 

The net result for Skagway, then, is that the 2019 cruise ship visitor schedule is now 
both longer and fuller than the 2016 season. 

The Ships 

Big Ships, Big News 

The presence of Norwegian Bliss, Norwegian Joy and Ovation of the Seas on 
Skagway's 2019 cruise ship visitation calendar highlights a significant change from 
2016. Their presence in SE Alaska waters is making news; their size challenges a 
number of facilities and systems throughout the area. 

In addition to the adequacy of available docking facilities, the large passenger and 
crew capacity of these ships also challenges available host community infrastructure. 
Norwegian Bliss, Norwegian Joy and Ovation of the Seas carry 6,120, 6,003 and 5,878 
total passengers and crew respectively. 1 Sometimes referred to as megaships, each 
arrival of one of these ships is, therefore, the approximate equivalent of a six-fold 
increase in Skagway's population for the duration of the ship's port call. 

At least one of these megaships will be in port on 45 days (28%) of Skagway's 158 day 
season. Moreover, on nine of those 45 days, Norwegian Bliss and Norwegian Joy, the 
rough equivalent of 12 Skagways, will be in port on the same day. However, these two 
ships will not be the only ships in town on those days. Rather, they will share their 
Skagway visits with three other ships on two occasions, with two other ships on five 
occasions, and with one other ship on two occasions. 

1 Figures based upon i 10% LBC and 100% complement. 
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Overall Ship Capacity 

Each cruise ship is designed to carry specific numbers of passengers and crew. Those 
numbers, comprising the ship's capacity, are important in the context of this report; 
because they represent a measure of the potential, effectively instantaneous, demand a 
given ship's visit may impose on the Municipality's facilities and services. Importantly, 
the affect cruise ship visitors may impose on Municipality facilities and services is both 
quantitatively and qualitatively different than the arrival of similar numbers of 
independent or non-cruise ship visitors. Each cruise ship arrival presents the 
community with a large number of visitors (passengers and crew) arriving at a distinct, 
scheduled time. A ship carrying 5,000 passengers and crew arriving 7 AM presents 
different demands on local government facilities and services than if those 5,000 
individuals arrived singly or in small groups over the course of the day. 

In that light, it is noteworthy that the capacities of cruise ships calling at Skagway have 
increased since 2016. The following table showing the sum of ship capacities for all 
cruise ship visits included on the 2016 and 2019 calendars illustrates that change. 

Skagway Cruise Ship Capacity* - 2016 and 2019 

2018 2011 Change %Change 

Total 73,902 100,761 26,859 36% 

Average 2,639 2,879 240 9% 

Minimum 47 60 13 27% 

Maximum 4,635 6,120 1.485 32% 

"Assumes all scheduled ships, 110% LBC, and 100% crew complement. 

Relative to this 36% increase in the total season ship capacity, The North American 
Cruise Statistical Snapshot, 2011 concludes that cruise ship "passengers (embarked) 
are a measure of supply/demand for U.S. port services."1 The Municipality provides a 
wide range of port and community facilities and services that benefit the ships, their 
passengers, and their crew. For some facilities and services, the benefit can be 
measured by usage data, e.g., gallons of water consumed, use of public safety 
services, etc., above community norms. Others can only be assessed by reviewing the 
adequacy of the Municipality's provisions of facilities and services for potential, 

1 U.S. Department of Transportation, Maritime Administration, Office of Policy and Plans, North 
American Cruise Statistical Snapshot, 2011, March 2012, p. 1. 

The Maritime Administration (MARAD). has historically provided a series of Cruise Statistics 
including the North American Cruise Statistical Snapshot. MARAD has discontinued its Cruise 
Statistics publications; the 2011 edition of the North American Cruise Statistical Snapshot, 
published March 2012, is the latest version available. 
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reasonably anticipated, demands imposed by the very large influx of cruise ship 
visitors. Ship capacity, then, represents a measure of potential demand for access to 
and use of these public facilities and services. Accordingly, consideration of ship 
capacities, individually and collectively, is appropriate when the Municipality evaluates 
the availability and use of its facilities and services by cruise ship visitors. 

Schedule of Arrivals 

Patterns of scheduled arrival times for cruise ships offer another useful measure of 
potential demands for Municipality facilities and services. As with ship capacities, the 
Municipality must be cognizant of patterns of arrival to the extent those patterns 
impose peaks in related demands for access to and use of Municipality facilities and 
services. As is apparent from the table below, during the 2019 season calendar 67% of 
all cruise ships arrive at Skagway at 7 AM. Those 7 AM arrivals account for 73% of 
Skagway's total cruise ship visitors. 

Skagway 2019 Cruise Ship Arrival Times 

Arrival Tirne • Ships Arriving Combined Pax and Craw 
0:00 9 1.97% 2,124 0.14% 
5:00 8 1.75% 1,888 0.13% 
5:30 28 6.11% 122,673 8.29% 
6:00 23 5.02% 82,661 5.59% 
6:30 18 3.93% 62,876 4.25% 
7:00 305 66.59% 1,081,994 73.13% 
7:15 15 3.28% 43,140 2.92% 
7:30 3 0.66% 1,311 0.09% 
8:00 40 8.73% 75,934 5.13% 
8:30 4 0.87% 944 0.06% 
9:00 2 0.44% 2,359 0.16% 
10:00 1 0.22% 1,524 0.10% 
11:00 2 0.44% 120 0.01% 

Total 458 100.00% 1,479,548 100.00% 

• Ships showing arrival lime of 0;00 (midnight) overnight in port. 

Peak arrival times for the 2019 season can be narrowed somewhat as shown in the 
following table. In 2019, 94% of all cruise ships and fully 99% of all cruise ship visitors 
arrive in Skagway between 5:30 and 8:00 AM. 

Skagway 2019 - Peak Cruise Ship Arrival Hours 

Between SfuDBNrivtna Combined Pax and Craw 
5:30 and 8:00 432 94% 1,470,589 99% 
6:30 and 8:00 381 83% 1,265,255 86% 
7:00 and 8:00 363 79% 1 202,379 81% 
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From the Municipality's perspective, the pattern of cruise ship arrivals provides a very 
narrow window within which it must assume peak demands upon its services and 
facilities. 

Daily Cruise Ship Visitor Patterns 

A breakout of 2019's scheduled daily cruise ship visitor data into ranges offers another 
measure for the Municipality as it evaluates, plans and provides its many public 
services and facilities during the annual cruise ship visitor season. The table below 
breaks Skagway's 2019 daily cruise ship visitor data into ranges, and draws 
comparisons between the numbers of cruise ship visitors within each group and 
Skagway's resident population. 

Distribution of Daily Cruise Ships and Cruise Ship Visitors 
Skagway- 2019 Scheduled 

CnilleShlp 

1blel ~ Cn.llM Ship Vleltora" Number. f Daye ~tof Talal Vllltons a, %. of 
0 VlaltDIIY9 Skagway 

Poplll.ton" 

l!: 21,000 and < 22,000 1 1% 2,079% 

l!: 20,000 and < 21,000 0 0% 1,983% 

l!: 19,000 and < 20,000 8 5% 1,886% 

2: 18,000 and< 18,000 0 0% 1,789% 

l!: 17,000 and< 18,000 9 6% 1,692% 

z: 16,000 and< 17,000 3 2% 1,596% 

l!: 15,000 and< 18,000 9 6% 1,499% 

l!: 14,000 and< 15,000 7 4% 1,402% 

l: 13,000 and< 14,000 2 1% 1,306% 

l!: 12,000 and< 13,000 7 4% 1,209% 

l!: 11,000 and< 12,000 8 5% 1.112% 

l!: 10,000 and< 11,000 10 6% 1,015% 

l!: 9,000 and< 10,000 17 11% 919% 

l!: 8,000 Sid < 9,000 10 6% 822% 

l!: 7,000 and< 8,000 8 5% 725% 

l!: 6,000 and < 7,000 6 4% 629% 

:t 5,000 and < 8,000 23 15% 532% 

:t 4,000 and < 5,000 6 4% 435% 

l!: 3,000 and < 4,000 14 9% 338% 

:t 2,000 m,d < 3,000 0 0% 242% 

:t 1,000 and< 2,000 2 1% 145% 

< 1,000 (days w/0 c:rulse ships) 8 5% NIA 

Total 158 100% 

• Total Passengers and Crew, assuming passengers at 110% LBC and crew at 100% 
"" Assuming 2017 Skagway popuiation of 1,034 and total cruise ship passenger and crew at 

mid-range, e.g., 15,500 for the "2: 15,000 and< 16.000" group. 
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At least two points drawn from that table call for attention: 

• In 2019, Skagway will experience 21 days, 14% of the 2019 season, 
during which 16,000 or more passengers will arrive. That is an increase 
from 8 days, or 5%, of the 2016 season. Further, not to be minimized, the 
2016 season topped out at the 16,000 daily visitor range, the 2019 
season climbs to over 21,000 visitors in a single day. 

• In 2019, Skagway will see a reduction from 2016 in the number of days 
during which it will see between 1,000 and 2,000 cruise ship visitors. The 
2019 calendar shows only 2 days in that range; the 2016 calendar saw 6 
days. While this change is minor, it serves to emphasize the dramatic shift 
toward higher numbers of cruise ship visitors arriving in Skagway on any 
given day. 

For comparative purposes, a copy of the assessment included in the Estimating 2016 
Cruise Ship Visitor Impact - Skagway, Alaska report is included as Appendix 5 to this 
report. 

Some Comparisons: Skagway, Juneau, and Ketchikan 

Skagway, Juneau and Ketchikan are the three main ports of call for cruise ships plying 
SE Alaska waters. The itineraries of many ships include all three communities. The 
CLAA draft January 4, 2019, cruise ship calendars for these communities list 44 ships. 
Thirty of those ships appear on itineraries featuring all three communities. 1 While the 
specifics of a ship's community visits may differ, e.g., time of arrival or departure, etc., 
the commonality invites and warrants some comparisons. Two points of comparison 
seem relevant in the context of this report. 

Ratio of Visitors to Population 

Skagway is by far the smallest of the three major SE Alaska cruise ship destinations.2 

Nevertheless, because of common itineraries, it experiences similar levels of cruise 
ship visitors. The following table illustrates the disproportionate burden Skagway 
carries as it hosts the annual influx of cruise ship visitors. 

1 See Appendix 6, "20"19 Cruise Ship Visits by Community," for supporting detail. 
2 See Appendix 7 for Alaska DCC ED certified 20"17 population data for Skagway, Juneau, and 

Ketchikan. 

Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway 

SGY-2000, Page 108 of 423 

15 

EXHIBITG 
Page 19 of 283 



EXC.SGY-000329

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Compar109 SE Alaska Community Popul;itlons and Cruise Ship Visitors - 2019 

-Community 20i7 ~ED Ctrtlllwd 
Papulallon,o' 

2019Cn1IM!lhip8"sm 

SkagWIY, CDP 1.0J.! 100% , .~78,500 1,430 158 9,358 905% 

Skagway Borough 1.087 95% 1,478,580 1,360 158 9,358 aoi•.'li. 

Cll\'/Borough DI Juneau 3.?,?6~ 3% 1,867,~J~ 58 l fl 7 11,893 37% 

Cijy al Ketchlkon 8 125 l'.!'/> 1,l<2,4M 21,1 H'i 1 ,o,Bn 1:J:l'l/, 

Kotchihn Oataw■y Borough nn,,, Ho/,. i,7,1?,4fl.•I lU 161 10,873 79% 

Stale ol Alaska DCCED Certified Populalion as 0107/01 /2017. 
•• To ensure comparability. this table is based upon the schedules, 110% of LBC, and 100% ship's complement lor cruise ships 

included on the 01/04/2019 CUA draft schedule lor the included comrnunities. The CUA draft schedule for Ska;iway does not 

include scheduled calls by the Alaskan Dream and Baranol Dream. Acwrdingly, Total Cruise Ship Visitors data 1n this table will 

differ slightly Irani passengers and crew dala for Skagway included in a Iner tables and analysis round wilt1in this report, which 

include those "small ships." 

While this table is focused on 2019, comparing just two points from Skagway's 2016. 1 

and 2019 schedules highlights this point. 

In 2016, Skagway hosted a total of 1,211,949 total cruise ship visitors. For the 
2016 season, then, Skagway hosted an average of 7,983 cruise ship visitors, 
over eight times its local population, each day. In 2019 Skagway can expect to 
host a total of 1,478,580 total cruise ship visitors. For the 2019 season, then, 
Skagway will host an average of 9,358 cruise ship visitors, over nine times its 
local population, each day. 

Clearly, Skagway, being dramatically smaller with fewer and more limited 
resources than either Juneau or Ketchikan, faces disproportionate challenges as 
it attempts to meet an influx of cruise ships, passengers and crew similar to 
those other major Southeast Alaska ports. 

One additional note of interest from the above table: The season average daily total for 
passengers and crew visiting Skagway, assuming only days when ships are in port, 
increased from 7,983 in 2016 to 9,358 in 2019. Just the difference of 1,375 more 
visitors on the average ships-in-port day in 2019 exceeds Skagway's population. 

Finally, Figure 2.3, "Map of Total Population Size by Borough and Census Area, 2017" 
below offers a similarly telling graphic representation of this disparity.2 

1 Appendix 8 to this report includes comparative data for 2016. However, the categories and 
the basis for calculating "Visitors per Day .. . " for 2019 are slightly different; therefore, di rect 
comparison between the two tables is difficult. 

2 AKDOL, op. cit., p. 42. 

Note: Figure 2.3 is annotated for this report by applying colors to portions relating to 
Skagway, Juneau, and Ketchil<an to more clearly distinguish the relevant community areas. 
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Figure2.3 
Map ofTotal Population Size by Borough and Census Area, 2017 

= 1 Percen1 of Alaska's Pop.Jlation 

• Ski!gwa)l's Popura1ion 

Kotch n Gatoway 

Source: Alssl<a Department of Labor and Wandort-e 061/8/opmen~ Rosearch snd Annly.sis Seclion 

42 I ALASKA POPULATION OVERVIEW 2017 

Time in Port 

The hours cruise ships spend at Skagway's docks represents another measure by 
which the Municipality can evaluate and estimate potential demand for access to and 
use of its public facilities and services. Cruise ships are scheduled to moor at 
Skagway's docks for an average of 12.42 hours in 2019. That represents a slight 
increase over 2016's average of 12.3 hours. Skagway's 2019 schedule also shows a 
median time of 13.25 and a high of 19 hours in port for visiting cruise ships. The table 
below reflects that data and offers comparisons for Juneau and Ketchikan as well. 

2019 Community Comparisons - Cruise Ship Time In Port 

Community 
Ship Houra Season: Length In Dally Sh!p Hours In Port 
Total In Port • 08YS, JHours •• Maxlmwn1 Averaae Median, 

S"'9way 5,491 158 3,792 19.00 12.42 13.25 

Juneau 6,234 157 3.768 18.00 10.67 10.00 

Ketchikan 4.347 161 3.864 17.25 10.67 8.00 

• To ensure comparability, this table is based upon cruise ships included on the 01/04/2019 CUA draft 
schedule.The CUA draft schedule for Skagway does not Include sctieduled calls by the Alaskan Dream and 
Baranof Dream; therefore, data for those ships Is not Included in this table. 

•• Hours = number of days x 24 hours. 

As shown in that table, on average, cruise ship port calls at Skagway continue longer 
than in the much larger communities of Juneau or Ketchikan. More time in port allow 
passengers and crew greater opportunities to spend time ashore. To the extent 
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passengers and crew avail themselves of these opportunities, the Municipality can 
expect a commensurate increase in cruise ship passenger and crew access to its 
public facilities and services. 

Also of interest: the draft January 4, 2019, CLAA schedules show cruise ships in port 
for a season total of 6,234 hours at Juneau, 4,347 hours at Ketchikan, and 5,491 hours 
at Skagway, approximately midway between Juneau and Ketchikan. By this measure, 
Skagway, although much smaller than either Juneau or Ketchikan, is nevertheless 
responsible for providing municipal facilities and services for cruise ships, their 
passengers and crew for comparable periods. 
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Estimating Potential Cruise Ship Related Demand 

General Methodology 

As with previous studies, this report is based upon a service hours analysis. Such an 
analysis first assumes that residents benefit from Municipality facilities and services all 
day, every day, throughout the year. Therefore, the Municipality provides services on an 
annual basis equal to its population times the hours in a day times the days in a year. 
This report then applies a similar calculation to the hours cruise ship visitors are in 
Skagway. The time the ships are in port define the period during which passengers and 
crew can access Municipality facilities and services. In this way, a service hours 
analysis allows the Municipality to assess the relative demands cruise ship visitors may 
impose on the Municipality's public facilities and services. 

For purposes of this report, the numbers of passengers and crew aboard cruise ships 
are included as part of all calculations, because both passengers and crew can and do 
impose demands on Municipality facilities and services. Passenger loads and ship 
complement data for cruise ships visiting Skagway are readily available through various 
public data sources. This report treats this information as "fixed," with passenger loads 
and complement considered as constants throughout the season. The key variables for 
this analysis, then, are 

• whether cruise ships visiting Skagway carry 100% or 110% of published 
passenger loads, 

• the number of passengers assumed to go ashore during port calls, 

• the number of crew assumed to go ashore during port calls, 
• the amount of time cruise ship passengers spend ashore, and 
• the amount of time cruise ship crew spend ashore. 

Then, by making certain defined assumptions related to these variables, this report 
offers four scenarios ranging from "peak" or "maximum" to "low" to estimate cruise 
ship visitor demand on Municipality facilities and services. The details of each scenario 
are described in more detail in the following section. However, the concept of "peak 
demand" is deserving of additional discussion. 

Peak demand, the maximum number of ship passengers and crew in Skagway on a 
given day, is one very important gauge of the overall burden the Municipality faces in 
responding to cruise ship visitors' requirements for and benefit, direct or indirect, from 
public services and facilities. Similar to the way architects and engineers approach the 
preparation of project plans and specifications, municipalities must also consider the 
peak demands on public services and facilities that can and reasonably should be 
anticipated as they plan and provide various public services and facilities. Local 
governments cannot limit their planning for and provision of public services and 
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facilities to only some measure of average conditions or demands; peak conditions and 
demands must also be considered. Of course, municipalities may not be always able or 
desire to provide fully for peak demands. Availability of funding and other resources, 
the need to balance competing priorities, the considered judgments of locally elected 
and appointed officials will all play a role in such decision-making processes. However, 
anticipated peak demands for pubic services and facilities must be included for 
consideration during that process. 

In this regard, Skagway faces a number of unique challenges. Being a relatively 
isolated community, Skagway cannot rely on nearby communities to absorb or deflect 
the unique impacts imposed by large scale cruise ship visitor operations. Further, being 
a small community, Skagway does not have the economies of scale of larger 
communities like Juneau or Ketchikan to provide a buffer, easing the strain on public 
services and facilities when demands exceeds averages. Skagway must attempt to 
assess and address use of its public sidewalks and roads, water and waste collection 
and disposal systems, public safety services, etcetera, as best it can, in full 
consideration of both average and peak demands, all within its limited resources. 

Four Scenarios 

The following table presents four scenarios, each of which depicts a different estimate 
of the potential demand cruise ship visitors, passenger and crew, may impose on 
Municipality services and facilities. These scenarios, which range from "maximum" to 
"low," are based upon CLAA's January 4 2019, draft cruise ship schedule for Skagway 
and rely on a number of assumptions. The "Maximum" scenario is provided to address 
the need for consideration of "peak demand." Together, the scenarios are intended to 
offer a range of possible demand for access to and use of Municipality services or 
facilities created by the presence of cruise ships, their passengers, and their crew. Brief 
descriptions of the assumptions and calculations creating the scenarios follow the 
table. Detailed tables supporting the Maximum, High, Moderate, and Low scenarios 
will be found in Appendix 9, Appendix 10, Appendix 11, and Appendix 12 respectively. 
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CPV Demand Scenarios 

Maximum 

Residents - Annual 
Cruise Ship Visitors 

Passengers 
Crew 

Subtotal 

Total 

High 

Residents - Annual 
Cruise Ship Visitors 

Passengers 
Crew 

Subtotal 

Total 

Moderate 

Residents - Annual 

Cruise Ship Visitors 
Passengers 
Crew 

Subtotal 

Total 

Low 

Residents - Annual 
Cruise Ship Visitors 

Passengers 
Crew 

Subtotal 

Total 

Skagway 2019 Cruise Ship Visits 

Summary of Estimated Potential Demand 
Municipality Facillties and Services 

Municipal Service Hours Percent Assumptions 
Provided 

• Resident Service = 1,034 CDP pop • 24 
9,057,840 32% hrs • 365 days 

• Passengers = 110% Lower Berth Count 

13,626,469 (LBC) 

5,234,570 
• Crew= 100% Compliment 
• Potential access to/use of Municipality 

18,861,039 68% facilities & services includes all hours 
27,918,879 100% ship scheduled in port 

• Resident Service= 1,034 CDP pop • 24 
9,057,840 43% hrs • 365 days 

• Passengers= 110% LBC 

11,026,511 • Crew = 100% Compliment 

1,211,457 • 95% Passengers ashore 
• 30% Crew ashore 

12,237,968 57% • Passengers time ashore = port time 
minus 2 hours 

21,295,808 100% • Crew time ashore = port time minus 3 
hours 

• Resident Service = 1,034 CDP pop • 24 
9,057,840 44% hrs • 365 days 

• Passengers = 110% LBC 

10,446,656 • Crew= 100% Compliment 

906,595 • 90% Passengers ashore 
• 25% Crew ashore 

11,353,251 56% • Passengers time ashore = port time 
minus 2 hours 

20,411,091 100% • Crew time ashore = port time minus 4 
hours 

9,057,840 53% 
• Resident Service = 1,034 CDP pop • 24 

hrs • 365 days 
• Passengers = 100% LBC 

7,320,495 • Crew = 100% Compliment 
642,422 • 85% Passengers ashore 

7,962,917 47% • 20% Crew ashore 
• Passengers time ashore = port time 

17,020,757 100% 
minus 4 hours 

• Crew time ashore= port time minus 5 
hours 

Assumptions and Calculations 

The Primary Assumption - People Count 

From a local government's perspective, the size of the population within its jurisdiction, 
regardless of whether resident or non-resident, determines the scope and nature of 
public services and facilities it must address and to some reasonable degree, provide. 
These are always challenging and consequential decisions, which ultimately include 
political and financial calculations. Local government annual capital and operating 
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budgets reflect those calculations, which focus on balancing needs, wants and 
available resources to provide for those needs and wants. For most communities, 
those calculations will provide adequately for "normal" presence of visitors and 
temporary, perhaps seasonal, residents. Skagway, however, faces somewhat 
disproportionate, intensely concentrated, highly seasonal demands on its public 
facilities and services generated by the presence of cruise ship visitors. 

Some basic numbers can provide an overview: The year-round resident population is 
1,034 for the urban core. A projected total of 1,500,000 cruise ship passengers and 
crew will be present in the community during a 158-day 2019 season. One peak day 
will see over 21,000 combined passengers and crew in port - 2,079% of the local 
year-round population. Further, Skagway's "resident" population will probably double 
during the summer visitor season with year-round businesses adding employees and 
seasonal businesses opening to serve the visitor influx. 

In this light, the North American Cruise Statistical Snapshot, 2011, succinctly poses the 
challenge before the Municipality with its conclusion that "passengers (embarked) are a 
measure of supply/demand for U.S. port services."1 Skagway is the port of call. When 
the cruise ship arrives, its passengers and crew also arrive in the community. These 
visitors hold expectations regarding available public services and facilities. Skagway's 
success as a host community will depend, to some degree, upon if and how it choses 
to meet those expectations. That process, determining whether and how to meet those 
expectations, begins with an understanding of the population to be served. The 
number of people in the community at any given time must be at the center of the 
Assembly's deliberations and decisions regarding the provision of public services and 
facilities for locals and visitors alike. Numbers matter; people count. The goal of this 
report is to provide relevant numbers to aid the Assembly's deliberations regarding 
planning, funding and providing public services and facilities. 

Visitor Scenarios 

Each of the four Visitor Scenarios depicts a different estimate of the potential demand 
cruise ship visitors, passenger and crew, may impose on Municipality services and 
facilities. These scenarios, which range from "maximum" to "low," rely on a number of 
assumptions, and are intended to offer benchmarks for assessing potential cruise ship 
visitor demand for Municipality services or facilities. Brief descriptions of these 
scenarios follow. 

Maximum 

This scenario is intended to establish the Municipality's maximum potential exposure 
for providing services and facilities responsive to cruise ship visitor traffic. It assumes 
the following: 

1 MARAD, lac. cit. 
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• Resident Service = product of 1,034 times 24 hrs times 365 days 

• Passengers = 110% Lower Berth Count (LBC) 

• Crew= 100% Compliment 

• 100% of passengers either depart the ship or otherwise access or rely on 
some or all Municipality services or facilities during the entire time the 
ship is scheduled in port. 

• 100% of crew either depart the ship or otherwise access or rely on some 
or all Municipality services or facilities during the entire time the ship is 
scheduled in port. 

High 

• Resident Service = product of 1,034 times 24 hrs times 365 days 

• Passengers = 110% LBC 

• Crew = 100% Compliment 

• 95% of Passengers ashore 

• 30% of Crew ashore 

• Passengers time ashore = port time minus 2 hours 

• Crew time ashore = port time minus 3 hours 

Moderate 

• Resident Service= product of 1,034 times 24 hrs times 365 days 

• Passengers = 110% LBC 

• Crew = 100% Compliment 

• 90% of Passengers ashore 

• 25% of Crew ashore 

• Passengers time ashore = port time minus 2 hours 

• Crew time ashore = port time minus 4 hours 

Low 

• Resident Service= product of 1,034 times 24 hrs times 365 days 

• Passengers = 100% LBC 

• Crew = 100% Compliment 

• 85% of Passengers ashore 

• 20% of Crew ashore 

• Passengers time ashore = port time minus 4 hours 

• Crew time ashore = port time minus 5 hours 
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Skagway Resident Population 

For purposes of this analysis, this report assumes that Skagway's resident population 
is 1,034 residents. 

The State of Alaska's Alaska Population Overview - 2017 Estimates, the latest certified 
population data available, reports that as of July 1, 2017, 1,087 people lived within the 
boundaries of Municipality of Skagway. However, only a small portion of the overall 
area included within the Municipality's boundary is densely populated. Ninety-five 
percent of the Municipality's population, 1,034 people, live in that urban core area.1 

This report assumes that the urban core population of 1,034 is the appropriate 
population for this analysis. While the difference is small, only 53 people, the 
Municipality's facilities and services that are most used or otherwise affected by cruise 
ship passengers and crew are located within this area. This urban core area also is 
home to the segment of Skagway's population that provides the major share of locally
generated revenue required to provide those services and facilities. 

Skagway Resident Service Hours 

This report assumes the Municipality provided 9,057,840 resident service hours within 
Skagway's urban core in 2019. 

Skagway's resident population has access to Municipality services and facilities 24 
hours a day, every day, on a year-round basis. That population also bears a significant 
share of the cost of these services and facilities through the Municipality's tax and fee 
structures. Accordingly, this report assumes the Municipality will provide 9,057,840 
resident service hours in 2019.2 

Cruise Ship Visits - Skagway 

This report assumes 35 cruise ships will make 458 visits to Skagway during 2019. 

This report is based upon the January 4, 2019 draft Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 
published by the Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska (CLM) and upon a listing of small 
cruise ship scheduled calls at Skagway provided by the SCVB. For all but the small 
ships, the CLM draft schedules offered the best available data at the time work on this 
report began. Further, CLM schedules offer a convenient and consistent source of 
schedule information for other regional ports as may be included in this report. 

1 AKDOL, op. cit., p. 134. 
2 Calculation: 1,034 x 24 x 365 = 9,057,840 resident service hours within the urban core during 

2019. Note: 2019 is not a leap year. 

Estimating Potential Cruise Ship Related Demand 

SGY-2000, Page 117 of 423 

24 

EXHIBITG 
Page 28 of 283 



EXC.SGY-000338

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

To the extent there may be some small differences between the numbers of ship visits 
reflected in a CLAA schedule calendar and those numbers shown in this report, those 
differences are attributable to two factors. 

The first relates to this report's treatment of port calls that extend overnight. This 2019 
update report treats each overnight port call as two visits, with the day of arrival and 
the day of departure each constituting a visit day for those ship visits. The reason for 
this treatment is related to the purpose of this particular study and resulting report. This 
report aims to estimate the potential demand posed by cruise ship visitors on 
Municipality-provided services and on Municipality-provided facilities on any given day 
and the visitor season total of that demand. Therefore, it's not the visits a ship makes 
to Skagway that counts; rather it's the number of days the ship is in port that count. 

The second is that this report includes port calls by two smaller cruise ships, the 
Alaskan Dream and the Baranof Dream, that are not included in the CLAA draft 
schedule. The SCVB provided the schedule for those visits. 

Cruise Ships Included 

This report assumes that passenger and crew data for all cruise ships, large and small, 
scheduled to visit Skagway in 2019, are relevant for this study, and are therefore 
included.1 

Because the purpose of this report is to develop information for the Assembly and 
Municipality staff to assess the potential demand for Municipality services and facilities 
posed by visiting cruise ships, this report includes estimates for those service hours 
available to visitors arriving on large ships, which are covered by the State's CPV 
Excise Tax requirement, and those visitors arriving on smaller ships, which are exempt 
from that CPV Excise Tax. The fact that smaller ships are exempt from the tax is not 
relevant to this analysis, because visitors arriving on smaller CPV Tax-exempt ships 
add to the overall numbers of cruise ship visitors that could access and utilize 
Municipality facilities and services. They are therefore appropriately included in this 
analysis, which attempts to measure the overall potential for cruise ship visitors to use 
Municipality services and facilities. 

Cruise Ship Passenger Capacity 

For purposes of measuring the potential demand cruise ship passengers may impose 
on Municipality services and facilities, this report assumes passenger capacities of 

1 Note: For all comparisons between Skagway, Juneau and Ketchikan, however, only ships 

listed in the CLAA January 4, 2019, draft schedules are included. This limitation is imposed to 

ensure data consistency between communities as the CLAA schedules do not uniformly 

include the smallest cruise vessels. Schedule data for those ships calling at Skagway was 

provided by the SCVB. 
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cruise ships visiting Skagway range from a minimum of 100% of LBC to a high of 
110% of LBC. 

"Lower Berth Count" (LBC) is a typical measure of the number of passengers cruise 
ships carry. It commonly appears on community cruise ship calendars, and assumes 
double occupancy for each stateroom. 

LBC is generally accepted as a conservative lower estimate for passenger counts 
aboard cruise ships. As John Binkley, President, Cruise Lines International Association 
/ Alaska reported in a KRBD Radio interview on April 28, 2008, "Ship capacity is a 
good indicator of traffic [on Alaska cruises] because cruise lines discount to fill ships." 
The North American Cruise Statistical Snapshot, 2011, published by the U.S. 
Department of Transportation, Maritime Administration, supports Mr. Binkley's 
comment, noting at page 1 that the "North American cruise market has been capacity 
driven; that is, cruise lines set fares to fill ships." To provide consistency in the data, 
this report relied on CruiseMapper1 to obtain current information on the LBC for cruise 
ships visiting Skagway, Juneau and Ketchikan. 

However, cruise ships can, and regularly do, carry more passengers on a given trip 
than indicated by their LBCs. Since many double-occupancy staterooms can 
accommodate three or more people, actual passenger loads on any given cruise can 
and often do exceed LBC. The North American Cruise Statistical Snapshot, 2011, 
reports (pp. 1-2) that 

Capacity is based on two passengers per stateroom. A stateroom with two 
passengers is considered 100 percent occupied. Since many double 
staterooms can accommodate three or four people, occupancy rates are 
generally above 100 percent. 

That report then notes that, for the period 2006 through 2011, cruise ship capacities 
ranged from 105% to 116% of LBC in the North American Market and averaging 110% 
of LBC.2 Then, under the heading "Larger Ships, Higher Utilization" the North American 
Cruise Statistical Snapshot, 2011, reports 

Over the last five years, the average size of ships (per cruise) increased by 
9.8 percent to 2,301 passengers. Larger cruise ships tend to have lower 
average labor costs than smaller ships. For example, the 5,400-passenger 
ALLURE OF THE SEAS has one crew member for eve,y 2.6 passengers, 
while the 1,870-passenger CELEBRITY CENTURY has one crew member 
for eve,y 2. 1 passengers. The cost advantage presumes ships are fully 
booked. In fact, utilization tends to increase with vessel size .... In 2011. for 
example. 86 percent of the 2000+ passenger cruise ships had utilization 
above 100 percent, while 39 percent of the smaller ships had utilization 

1 CruiseMapper, www.cruisemapper.com, (accessed January 2019). 
2 See Appendix 13 for additional information. 
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above 100 percent. The outliers were Disney's family cruises (highs), and 
repositioning cruises {lows). The overall utilization rate for 2,000+ passenger 
cruise vessels was 111 percent, compared to 104 percent for smaller 
vessels. (Emphasis added.) 

Further, cruise ship utilization rates reported for the second and third quarters of 2010 
and 2011 averaged 113% of LBC. Second and third quarter utilization data, as 
reported, was consistently higher than first and fourth quarter utilization. Since the 
second and third quarters are roughly comparable to the SE Alaska cruise ship season, 
the higher reported utilization rates support using a 110% of LBC utilization to 
determine passenger loads aboard cruise vessels calling at SE Alaska communities. 1 

Finally, a 2016 port development plan report entitled City Of Ketchikan Planning And 
Design Of Port Improvements prepared for the City of Ketchikan by Moffatt & Nichol, a 
team that has also worked for the Municipality of Skagway on port development 
planning, states at page 23 that, in 2016, cruise ships operating in the Alaska market 
"tend to operate at between 105 % and 115 % of lower berth capacity." The Ketchikan 
report then assumes at page 28 that, for port planning purposes, cruise ship 
"passenger levels run at an average of 110% of [LBC] capacity" in the Alaska cruise 
ship market. 

These reports support setting an upper range of cruise ship passenger capacities at 
110% of LBC for purposes of this study. Indeed these reports suggest 110% of LBC is 
actually a conservative estimate of actual utilization, especially in light of apparent 
increasing use of larger vessels including megaships. 

Portion of Cruise Ship Passengers Disembarking 

This report estimates the portion of cruise ship passengers disembarking while at 
Skagway will likely range from 95% of 110% LBC to 85% of 100% LBC. 

Obviously, there are many factors determining how many cruise ship passengers 
actually disembark in any given port. Weather conditions, personal interests, personal 
health, "been here before," shore excursion offerings, crew recommendations, duration 
of the port call, etc., can affect those decisions. There are some surveys and many 
estimates of the portion of cruise ship passengers who disembark in port. Appendix 15 
includes a table showing some relevant findings. These studies, conducted in other 
ports, primarily in the Caribbean and Canada, some based upon in-cabin surveys 
conducted on the days of port calls, suggest the number of passengers going ashore 
can be significantly below the potential suggested by ship capacity.2 

1 Appendix 14 includes annotated version of information shown in Appendix i 3. 
2 Cruise ship port calls in Skagway are among the longest in SE Alaska (See discussion at 

''Time in Port," page 17). This would seemingly provide passengers and crew more 

opportunities to choose time and circumstances to their liking for going ashore, and thereby 

increase the proportion of passengers going ashore. While arguably a reasonable 
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Time Cruise Ship Passengers Spend Ashore 

This report estimates that the time cruise ship passengers spend ashore ranges from 2 
hours to 4 hours less than the actual time the ship is in port. 

Little data is available to support estimates of the average amount of time cruise ship 
passengers spend ashore during a port call. Anecdotal information is generally all that 
is available. Nevertheless, estimates are essential to determining a range of the 
potential demand visiting cruise ship passengers impose on Municipality services and 
facilities. For example, at minimum, it simply takes time for passengers to disembark. 
Further, passengers are either required or feel compelled to return to the ship some 
minimal amount of time prior to departure. Others will determine when to leave the ship 
and when to return based on the timing of scheduled tours or simply the duration of 
the port call. Many factors influence passengers' individual choices regarding time, if 
any, they spend ashore. (See also discussion at footnote #, page 27) 

Ship Passenger Ashore Service Hours 

The ship passenger ashore service hours is an estimate of the Municipality service 
hours available to cruise ship passengers while ashore during their visits. It is the sum 
of the products of each ship's passenger count (either 100% or 110% LBC) ashore 
times the hours spent ashore for all ships scheduled to visit Skagway. 

Cruise Ship Complement 

This report assumes the cruise ship crews are always at 100% of the reported 
complement. 

To ensure data consistency this report relied, with only one exception, on the Cruise 
Mapper online database to obtain cruise ship complement data. The single exception 
was MS Roald Amundsen. Although Roald Amundsen was not included in CLAA's 
January 4, 2019, draft Skagway calendar, it does appear in Juneau's and Ketchikan's 
schedules and is therefore included in any comparative data reflecting the three 
communities. Consistent complement data for MS Roald Amundsen was available on 
other online cruise ship listings, including the AlaskanCruise.com site, and was 
included in this study where appropriate.1 

assumption, data is not available to test it; additional study would be required. 
1 CruiseMapper, http://cruisemapper.com. 

AlaskanCruise.com, https://www.alaskancruise.com/cruise_ship/MS_Roald_Amundsen.cfm. 
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Portion of Cruise Ship Crew Disembarking 

This report assumes crew onshore visits could range from 20% to 30% of a ship's 
complement. 

Estimating the potential demand cruise ship crews may impose on Municipality 
services and facilities is difficult. While ship crews on shore leave represent an 
identifiable and significant component of cruise ship visitor demand on those services 
and facilities, it is difficult to find definitive studies that reflect the numbers of crew 
members going ashore during port calls. In general, studies of crew presence ashore in 
local communities is limited to their contributions to local economies; the resulting data 
is generally aggregated and only reflects total dollars spent during the season that can 
be associated with crew. It generally does not reflect individual crew members' 
decisions to go ashore, the portion of the ship's scheduled in-port time they were able 
to spend ashore, or the uses of local government facilities or services. Money, not time, 
individuals spend ashore is the focus in most available studies. 

In any event, cruise ship crew members are present in Skagway; their presence on 
shore leave is an incidental fact of their jobs aboard the ships. At least some, probably 
a significant portion, of the ship's crew must remain on-board to maintain and operate 
the ship's various systems and provide passenger and other support services during 
some portion of, if not the entire time, the ship is in port. 

In addition, even if work schedules allow, crew members can choose whether to go 
ashore. Their decisions likely would be influenced by the same factors that influence 
passengers' decisions. Weather conditions, personal interest, personal health, 
shopping or shore excursion offerings, duration of the port call, etc., can influence 
those decisions. Also, according to the draft 2019 cruise ship schedule, 20 ships' 
crews will visit Skagway upwards of 15 or more times during the season; so, 
depending on crew work schedules and other reasons, some likely will opt to stay 
aboard during some, maybe most, port calls. Some undoubtedly will go ashore at 
every opportunity and will make many visits. A number of reports were reviewed as 
part of the 2017 report to determine what, if any, information was readily available to 
shed light on this question. Relevant findings are shown in a table included as 
Appendix 16. That summary suggests the percentage of crew going ashore ranges 
from 23% to 45% and averaging 38%. 

A November 2016 McDowell Group report entitled Ketchikan Cruise Industry Surveys 
prepared for the Ketchikan Gateway Borough also sheds some light on this matter. 
Although the study does not address the specific question, it does report that, on 
average, surveyed crew went ashore 7.41 times during the cruise season.1 Applying 

1 Surveyed crew members reported "38 percent had taken shore leave in Ketchikan 1-4 times, 
one-fifth (20 percent) had taken shore leave 5-9 times, one-quarter (25 percent) had taken 
shore leave 10-14 times, and 11 percent had taken shore leave over 15 times" while in 
Ketchikan during the 2016 cruise ship season. "The average number of visits was 7.4." 
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feature scaling to actual 2016 cruise ship visit schedules, ship complement data, and 
the McDowell Group survey average of 7.4 crew shore visits per season, a range of 
2%-30%, averaging 18%, of crew going ashore in Ketchikan seems a reasonable 
range. A table showing that analysis is included as Appendix 17. Given the purpose 
and method of the McDowell study, that conclusion should be viewed cautiously. 
Interestingly, however, the resulting conclusion is similar to one offered by Patti Mackie, 
Ketchikan Visitor Bureau Executive Director, in 2008. As noted in the 2008 report, Ms. 
Mackie opined that one could conservatively estimate that 20 to 25 percent of a ship's 
crew will be on shore leave during ships time in port. She cautioned that her estimate 
was based on personal observations only, since she was not aware of any formal 
reports or studies with authoritative estimates. 

In any event, it seems reasonable to assume 70% to 80% of the crew could be 
required to perform duties on board during the majority of the time the ship is in port or 
otherwise choose to stay aboard during port calls, leaving 20% to 30% to go ashore 
during port calls. (See also discussion at footnote#, page 27.) 

Time Cruise Ship Crews Spend Ashore 

This report assumes crew members may be off the ship between three hours and five 
hours less than the actual time the ship is scheduled in port. As with passenger time 
ashore, the assumed time crew members will spend ashore during a ship's visit is only 
an estimate, based on very slim data. Nevertheless, as with the passenger time ashore, 
an estimate for crew seems equally essential to calculating the impact of visiting cruise 
ship crew on Municipality services and facilities. 

This report estimates that range of the time crew members may be off the ship would 
likely fall between three hours and five hours less than the actual time the ship is 
scheduled in port. At minimum, cruise ship crews face the same disembarking and 
embarking issues that passengers face. Further, this estimate would also address the 
likelihood that crew with shifts partly overlapping the ship's scheduled hours in port 
would have opportunities to make shore visits, albeit of somewhat shorter duration. 
(See also discussion at footnote#, page 27.) 

Ship Crew Ashore Service Hours 

The ship crew service hours is an estimate of the Municipality service hours available 
to cruise ship crews during their visit. It is the sum of the products of each ship's crew 
ashore times the hours spent ashore for all ships scheduled to visit Skagway. 

McDowell Group, Ketchikan Cruise Industry Surveys, p. 23 
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A Caveat re Report's Numbers and Calculations 

All the estimates of demand for access to and use of Municipality services and facilities 
imposed by cruise ship visits included in this report may suggest a level of precision 
that the data and assumptions cannot support. These estimates only attempt to 
produce order-of-magnitude indicators of potential demand for access to or use of 
Municipality facilities and services as framed by several hypothetical scenarios. 
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Consideration of Need for Additional Study 

This report highlights two areas deserving consideration for additional study. 

Taken in order of appearance in this report, the first of these areas relates to the annual 
influx of non-resident business owners and employees augmenting the resident labor 
pool to meet demand created by cruise ship visitations in Skagway. Publicly available 
reports detailing this seasonal population increase are limited; and, since the most 
recent of the reports cited in this study was published in 2008, available information is 
now somewhat dated. According to these reports Skagway's population doubles, 
perhaps triples, as businesses draw on non-resident seasonal workers to meet the 
demand for cruise ship visitor-related goods and services. Anecdotal evidence 
suggests that, while those earlier reports are dated, they still offer a generally correct 
picture. 

Seasonal doubling or tripling of the community's population imposes significant, 
predictable demands on local government facilities and services. That fact alone 
underscores the importance of having current and accurate data reflecting Skagway's 
seasonal non-resident population patterns at hand to ensure that the Municipality is 
adequately prepared to meet the demands this population imposes on its facilities and 
services. Further, there is expressed concern that these earlier reports may actually 
underestimate the overall seasonal bump in population as they do not fully account for 
families or partners accompanying these non-resident workers. Some, perhaps most, 
of these people may not be included in the employment data cited in those earlier 
studies.1 

Regardless, all seasonal residents access Municipality facilities and services to some 
degree. It is, in fact, the total population residing temporarily or permanently in the 
community that impose demands on Municipality-provided facilities and services. 
Numbers count. Thus, consideration of additional study in this area seems justified. 

The second area deserving consideration for additional study relates to lack of 
regionally and community relevant information regarding patterns of passenger and 
crew presence ashore during cruise ship calls at Skagway. Such information is 
currently unavailable. 

Most studies of the cruise ship industry's impact in SE Alaska seem to focus on 
volumes of visitors and related contributions to State, regional and local economies. 
Even then, the emphasis is on cruise ship passengers; the contribution of crew 
members receives less, sometimes notably less, attention. Port communities, like 
Skagway, certainly benefit from the economic activity that the cruise ship industry 
generates. All related information is, of course, important for local decision-makers. 

1 Telephone conversations with Kaitlyn Jared, Skagway Development Corporation, February 26, 
2019; and with Cody Jennings, SCVB, March 13, 2019. 
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However, given the nature and scope of their responsibilities to provide services and 
facilities for residents and visitors, port municipalities need to know more than the 
financial benefits derived from the presence of the cruise ship visitor industry. They 
also need to know the numbers of passengers and crew actually spending time ashore, 
how much time they spend ashore, and what municipal services and facilities they 
access and utilize or would to access and utilize if available. This is particularly true for 
small communities, like Skagway, where the numbers of visiting cruise ship passengers 
and crew on any given day are likely to be many times greater than the local 
population. Especially for those smaller municipalities, careful planning is critically 
important in order to provide the services and facilities required to support relatively 
massive influxes of visitors. Detailed information about passenger and crew visit 
patterns could offer material support for port communities, especially smaller 
communities like Skagway, as they attempt to plan for and provide levels of service 
and facilities appropriate for the visitors they host. 

Several of the assumptions upon which this report's four scenarios are based are 
limited by lack of useful data regarding these important cruise ship visitor patterns. 
While the numbers of cruise ship passengers and crew visiting the community are 
readily available, data reflecting the numbers that actually go ashore while in port, the 
hours they spend ashore, and the public facilities and services they utilize while ashore 
are generally not readily available, at least from publicly accessible reports. Specifically 
sections entitled "Portion of Cruise Ship Passengers Disembarking", "Time Cruise Ship 
Passengers Spend Ashore", "Portion of Cruise Ship Crew Disembarking", and "Time 
Cruise Ship Crews Spend Ashore", would benefit from reliable data addressing those 
visitor patterns. Additional study is required to provide that data as it pertains to cruise 
ship activity in SE Alaska and Skagway in particular. 

In this regard, an October 2015 study prepared by Business Research & Economic 
Advisors for the "Florida-Caribbean Cruise Association and Participating Destinations" 
could be instructive. Relevant portions of that 95-page report, Economic Contribution 
Of Cruise Tourism To The Destination Economies, A Survey based Analysis of the 
Impacts of Passenger, Crew and Cruise Line Spending, Volume I, Aggregate Analysis, 
are included as Appendix 15 to this report. 

Note, for example, that report's discussion of "Surveys of Passengers and Crew:" (p. 
26 of that report) 

Passenger and crew surveys were designed to collect data for onshore 
spending and visit satisfaction by both passengers and crew . . . While the 
crew survey was slightly shorter than the passenger survey, both surveys 
were designed to collect the following information: 

• hours spent ashore: 

• expenditures by category, including shore tours, food & 
beverages, clothing, etc.; 
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• visit satisfaction, including shore tour, friendliness of residents, 
prices, shopping, etc.; 

• likelihood of returning for a /and-based vacation; and 

• demographic characteristics, including country of residence, age 
group, income, etc. (Emphasis added.) 

Also note that report's discussion of survey methods: (p. 27 of that report) 

On any given cruise itinerary, passengers and crew were surveyed following 
a single call. The surveys were placed in passenger cabins and crew living 
quarters during the day of a designated survev. Passengers and crew, then, 
first viewed the survey upon their return from their onshore visit. They were 
asked to complete the survey in their quarters and to return the survey to a 
designated crew member. At the conclusion of the cruise, the surveys were 
returned to BREA for tabulation. (Emphasis added) 

Finally note samples of "Confidential Cruise Passenger Survey" and "Confidential Crew 
Survey" documents (pages 35 and 37 respectively) from that report. In addition to 
attempting to determine typical visitor economic activity (types and values of 
expenditures, etc.), these surveys also attempt to determine the time passengers and 
crew spent ashore and the facilities or activities these visitors accessed while ashore. 

Obviously, to be useful to Skagway, the referenced surveys would require modification. 
However, access to reasonably accurate, survey-based information reflecting the 
portion of passenger and crew that typically go ashore during port calls, the time those 
visitors spend ashore during port calls, and the local government facilities and services 
those visitors access, all potentially available through such survey methods, could 
benefit the Municipality's efforts to plan and provide appropriate visitor services. That 
information is not readily available at present. 

While additional study in both these areas seems warranted, consideration first must 
be given to what information actually may prove useful (more than just interesting to 
know) to the Municipality's legitimate interest in having sufficient and necessary 
information at hand to plan and provide those public facilities and services it deems 
necessary, appropriate and adequate for the annual influx of cruise ship visitors. 

Consideration of Need for Additional Study 

SGY-2000, Page 127 of 423 

34 

EXHIBITG 
Page 38 of 283 



EXC.SGY-000348

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Appendix 1 

Annotated Copy of SCVB 's Table: Skagway Arrivals by Category 1983 
- 2018 
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YEAR CRUISE 
1983 48,066 

1984 54,907 

1985 77,623 

1986 100,695 

1987 119.279 

1988 115,505 

1989 11 2.692 

1990 136,512 

1991 141.284 

1992 145,973 

1993 192.549 

1994 204.387 

1995 256.788 

1996 299,651 

1997 438.305 

1998 494,96 l 

1999 525.507 

2000 565.639 

1001 599,520 

2002 6 l l.638 

2003 639.742 

2004 722.095 

2005 772.332 

2006 755,314 

2007 820.744 

2Q08 765,492 

2009 779.043 

2010 713.733 

2011 708.015 

2012 754,255 

2013 821.971 

2014 821,888 

2015 786.228 

2016 779,232 

Skagway Arrivals by Category 1983-2018 
CREW AMHS HIGHWAY WP&YR FWX AIR 

25,288 72.384 NA 15,000 3,500 

25. 196 79,215 NA 15,000 3.750 
31 ,522 89,542 NA 15.000 4.000 
30,981 91.908 NA 15,000 4,250 
30,905 70,993 NA 15,498 4,953 
31 ,481 74.614 NA 15.123 5.957 
29.997 63.789 15.972 14.562 7,233 
33.234 63.237 16,072 17,767 4,799 

33.630 64,610 19.069 19.157 4.853 
37,216 79.946 17.809 18,852 7,947 

33,650 80.709 16_313 13,220 10,092 

34,270 81,172 15,865 13,000 10,000 

33,961 87,977 15.521 13,000 17,000 

35.760 86,536 20,871 14,782 20,721 

27,659 91,849 14.416 0 11.466 
31.324 100,784 20.432 2.671 20,679 

31.467 92.291 20,422 0 15,963 

30.732 94,925 19,231 0 15_626 
23,232 82.629 20.674 0 7,479 

258.031 26.224 80.421 14,361 0 5,641 

23.814 74.750 13,065 0 6,340 

308.472 23,171 77.837 13.187 0 6.046 

326.188 21,264 71 ,387 17.071 0 6.382 
20.581 61,870 17,826 0 5,687 

344.338 17,738 68.855 16,514 0 4,890 

323.017 16.076 65,826 18.326 0 3.787 

323.861 16.462 67 .232 16,157 0 4.611 

284,139 17,687 66.238 16.822 0 5.406 
293.190 16,393 64,368 16,059 0 6.419 
308,812 17.410 66,016 15,293 0 5.,129 
336.189 17.321 67,610 15,054 0 5,963 
337,773 17.006 64.844 15,230 0 6,178 

320.406 15. 112 90.252 21.317 0 6.320 
3]2,497 15,251 99,956 13.114 0 4.821 

Marine TOTAL % chanae 
NA 164.238 
NA 178,068 8.42% 

NA 217.687 22.25% 

NA 242,834 11.55% 

NA 241.628 -0.50% 

NA 242.680 0.44% 

NA 244.245 0.64% 

NA 271.621 11.21% 

1.1 63 283.766 4.47% 

2,000 309.743 9.15% 

3.000 349.533 1285% 

3.000 361,694 3.48% 

4,100 428,347 18.43% 

4,000 482.32 1 12.60% 

7,173 590,868 22.S1% 

7,923 678,774 14.88% 

4,767 690-417 1.72% 

8.362 734,515 6.39% 

10,205 743.739 1.26% 
12,154 1.008,470 35.59% 

23.724 781.435 -22.51% 

15.069 l .165,877 49.20% 

14.343 1.228.967 5.41 % 

13,558 874,836 -28.82% 

5.069 1,278,148 46.10% 

13.833 1.206.357 -5,62% 

9,760 1.2.17.126 0.89% 

7.958 1,111,983 -8.64% 

8,726 l.l 13,170 0.11% 

8.029 1.174,944 5.55% 

7,530 1,271,638 8.23% 

6,898 l.269 .817 -0.14% 

3.749 1.243.384 -2.08% 

6.955 1,231,826 -0.93% 

NON-CRUISE SHIP VISITORS . 
' TOTAL !% of GRAND TOTAL 

116,1721 71% 
123,161 , 69% 
140,064 64% 
142,139 59% 
122,349 ; 51% 
127,175 52% 
131 ,553 54% 
135.109 50% 
142.482 50% 
163,770 53% 
156,984 45% 
157,307 43% 
171.559 : 40% 
182,670 : 38% 
152,563 • 26% 
183,813 , 27% 
164,910 , 24% 
168,876 23% 
144,219 1 19% 
138,801 , 14% 
141.6931 18% 
135,31 0; 12% 
130.447 1 11% 
119,522 14% --
113,066 9% 
117,848 : 10% 
114,222 9% 
114,111 . 10% 
111.965 10% 
111 ,877 10% 
113,478 9% 
110,156 9% 
136,750 11% 
140.097 : 11% 
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YEAR 
2017 

2018 
20171.o'l8 

Change 

Skagway Arrivals by Category 1983-2018 
CRUISE CREW AMHS HIGHWAY WP&YR FWX AIR Marine 

781 ,92 6 349.846 12,304 100.816 10,969 0 4.706 44,566 
910.176 366.448 18.647 100.318 2.231 4.910 6.479 
16.40% 4.75% 51.55% -0.49% -79.66% 4.33% -85.46% 

Moy-Seot Moy-Seot Mov-Seot 

"Marine Transit" Category includes: Allen Marine, Fjord Express & Haines Fast Ferry 

Note: 1983-1997 totals are for the months of May through September 

Note: 1998-2001 totals are for the months of April through September 

Note: 2002 totals are for the months of May through October 

Note: 2003- 2014 totals are for the months of May through September 

Note: 2003 & 2006 missing crew totals 

Note: 2013 highway traffic included RT tour bus traffic 

Note: 2014 does not include Allen Marine 

Note 2015 does not include visitors arriving by bus 

Note: 2016 missing Allen Marine arrivals. Cruise pox total includes April arrivals. 

Note: 2017: Fast Ferry reported all rt Hns->Skg, in addition to weekly Cruise ship transfers 

2 

NON-CRUISE SHIP VISITORS -- - ~ TOTAL % chonae TOTAL 1% of GRAND TOTAL 
1,305.133 5.95% 173,361 13% 
1.409.209 7.97% 132.585 ) 9% 

7.97% 

An Overview 
110.156 1 Minimum 
183.8131 Maximum 
138.393\ Average 
136,030 1 Median 
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Appendix 2 

January 4, 2019, Draft Cruise Ship Schedule - Skagway, Alaska 
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I 0:30 Friday, January 04, 2019 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska 

Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 
FOR PORT(S) = SKG 
AND SHIP(S) = ALL 

AND VOYAGES= ALL 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 Page I of 5 
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Suml11y, April 211 

Sunli.iy, P.hy 5 

Surxfoy. May 12 
SK.G JSLAND PRlNCESS 

07:00·20:J0 

Sunday, May 19 
SKG CORAL PRINCESS 

07:00·'.10:30 

Sun<by. M:1y 2f. 
SKG ISLAND PRINCESS 

07:00- 20:JU 

Sunday, June 2 
SKG CORAL PRINCESS 

07:00-20:30 

l:i unday, Jur,e 9 
SKG ISLAND rRlNCESS 

05:30-20:)0 
SKG SEVF.NSF.ASMARTNER 

07:00-14:00 
SKG AZAMARA QUEST 

07:00- 17:00 
5KG CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 

01:oo-1g:oo 

Mumluy, Apill 29 
SKG RU BY rRINCF::SS 

07:00-20:30 

Murxlay. Mly 6 

Mum.1.iy. M:iy I) 
RRF jSKG SEVEN SEAS MARJNT:R 

07:00· 15:00 
SKG ECLIPSE 

Uli:00•21:UO 

Mmxfay. May 211 
RRF ISKG MILLENNIUM 

U7:00-2U:3U 
SKG OVATIONOFSEAS 

07:00·20:30 
SKG SEVEN Sf.J\S MARINER 

U'l:00·18:UO 

Mnnd~y May 27 
RRF ISKG OVATIONOFSEAS 

07:00-20:30 

Tm:sd.ay, April JU 
RRF ISKG NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00-20:15 

Tuestl.,y. ~fay 7 
SKG NORWl:iGJAN JOY 

07:00-20:15 
SKG NIF.UW AMSTF.Rl>AM 

07:00-21:00 

Turo,y, May 14 

RRDISKG RUBYPRJNCESS 
O(d0-:!0:15 

RRA SKG SOLSTICE 
U7:00· 18;!1U 

SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 
07:00-::11:00 

Tues<lny. May 21 

RRF ISKG ROYAL PRINCESS 
05:30-20;]0 

RR.A 6KG SOLSTICE 
07:00· ltl:OO 

BRD SKG RUBY PRINCESS 
07;00·20:15 

SKG Nll:UW AMSTEIWAM 
07:00-21;00 

T11c~ May211 
RRA jSKG GOI.OEN PRINt:t:ss 

0~:30 · 20:30 
)';KG RADIANCE OF TIIE SEA RRF 

07:00·20:)0 
SKG SOLSTJCE 

07:00-18 00 

Munday, Juru.: 3 
RRF I '>KG QUEEN !:LIZABETH 

07·00- IR:OO 
SKG MILLEt-.:"NIUM 

07 :00 -20:JO 
SKG OVATIONOFSEAS 

07:00•20:]0 

SKG RUBY PRINCESS 
07:00-20:15 

SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 
07:00·21:00 

Tue~day, June 4 

BRD I SKG ROYAL l'RINCESS 
05:30-20:30 

RRF SKG SOLSTICE 
07:00· l~:OO 

RRA SKG RUBY PRJNCESS 
07:00-20!5 

SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 
07:00-21 00 

Munday. Junt 10 Tul:!ltlay. Jurll: II 
RRF ISKG GRANO PRJNCESS BRO SKG GOLDEN PRJNCESS 

Ot,:00•20:15 05:]f)-2030 
ORE SKG OVATIONOFSEAS RRA SKG S01.STJCf. 

07:00•20:)0 07:()0-18:00 
RRA SKG RADIANCE OF THE SEA RRF SKG RUBY PRINCESS 

07:00-20:30 07:00- 20:15 
BRD SKG VTKrNGOlUON ORE 5KG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

08:0D - I tl:00 07:00 - :! I :00 

jwet.Loi:siit.,y M~y I 
RRA 

W(Jnc.,J.1y, May 8 
RRA !SKG NORWEGIAN BUSS 

07:00·2tt:15 ... I 
W~/'IC\(fay, Mtiy 15 

RRF l~K(i ROYAL PRINCESS 
06:00·20:30 

RR/\ SKG MILLENNIUM 
07:00-lt'dlO 

HRD ~KG NORWEGIAN BLISS 
07:00-20:15 

Thumhly, May 1 
SKG CARNIVAi Ll:GF.Nl) 

Oi:00-20:00 

rhur'\Jay. M;:iy 9 
RkA ISKG C:ARNIVAl LtGEM:l 

()7:00-20:00 

rhnmfay. May lfi 

RRF ISKG WESTl:RDA..\.1 
07:0U-16 00 

ORF- SKG ST AR PRINCESS 
U7:ll0-17:UO 

RRA SKG NOORDAM 
07:00·21:00 

Wi:<lm:~dlly, M~y 22 Thumfay. May 23 
RRF SKG GOLDEN PRINCESS fllU SKG srAR PRINCESS 

US:30· 20 30 07:UU- 17:00 
RM. SKG RADIANCE OF THE SEA ORE 6KG WESTERUAM 

07 00· 16:30 0700-21:00 
ORE SKG NORWEGIAN JOY RRA SKG nlSNF,Y WONLJER 

07:UO·lHtO 07:IS·J\J:45 
BRO SKG NORWE(ilANBLISS Rkf 

1)7:00-20:15 

-\Wcdnc.«lay, M:,y21J 
RRF SKG Al-AMARAQUl:S r 

06:U0· 11,J0 
KJ<.A SKG ROYAL Pk.lt,,:CESS 

OG·OU-20 30 
ORE SKG ~ILLENNIUM 

BRD lsKG ~:~~;~~~Nsuss 
07 00·20:IS 

Thursd.1y May 10 
BRD ISJ(G STAR PRINCF.SS 

07 llfl-17:00 
RkF SKG NOORDAM 

07:00-~l:OO 
ORE SKG DISNf.V WON l)Clt 

07:IS·l'NS 
RRA SKG SEVEN SEAS MARJNER 

08:00 • 18:00 

~

"''""'""''· 1~, 5 ITh""""'· '""' o 
SKG GOLDEN l'RJNCESS BRD SKG Sf AR PRJNCESS 

US:30-20:]0 07:00-17:00 
SKG RADIANCE OF THE SEA ORE SKG WESTF.ROI\M 

07:00-16:30 0700·21:00 
SKG NORWEGIAN JOY RRA SKG DISNEY WONUER 

07 :00· 17:(I() 0i 15-19:45 
SKG NORWEGJANBLISS RRf 

07:00-20 JS 

Wl:\ln~l.!y,June 12 

RRF ISKG ROYAL PRJNCESS Of,Ul)-20;)0 
RRA SKG MILLENNIUM 

07:00- 1600 
ORE SKG NORWEGIAN BLISS 

07:CI0-20:IS 
BRI> 

'rhur1<f.iy. June IJ 

RRF ISKU STAR l'RJNCESS 
07 00-17:00 

ORE SKG NOORDAM 
07:(10-21:00 

RRA liKU DISNEY WONDER 
07: 15·19;45 

RRF ~ KG STAR PRINCESS 
07:00-20:)0 

I
F,O"y, M,y; 

FriJ.,y, May IU 

RRF ISKG ~~f~ttrNCESS 
SKG GOLDEN PRINCESS I ., . ..,.,..,. 

BRD ~KG CARNIV,\L LEGEND 
0700-2000 l

friJ:1y, M:-iy 17 

RRA 

RRF 

Fritl11y. Mi1y 24 
RR,\ [ SKG QUEEN ELIZA BE I H 

07:0U· 18 00 
J(Rf ISKG CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00-20:00 
ORI: SKG NORWEGIANJEWEL 

01\:00-2000 

-lFrid:iy, M:iy 31 
RR:\ SKG GRAND PRI NCESS 

Oh:00·2U Jfl 
Rlt.F SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

07:00-1700 
BRD .Sl>.:Ci CARNIVAL LEGEND 

ORE ' ~0 t~~;~l~~ION 
0~:OO- l!t00 

r,idl).J11111:1 
RRA l~j;;,(t f"AP..'IIV,i\- L Ll:Gl::Nl) 

Di 00-!'t 00 
RRF S\W REGATTA 

0~:00- 16"00 
ORE :U.(1 NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

0~ 00·:!0 DD 

l
rtllli)'. June 1-1 

RRA SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 
07:00-17:00 

RRF SKG QUEEN ELIZABETH 
0700-2000 

ORE SKG CARNIVAL lEr.C:ND 
07:00-21 :00 

I 

I 0:30 Friday, January 04, 2019 Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

S~lun.lny. Muy ~ 
RRF ISKG ISi.ANO PRINCESS 

07:00-20:J0 

.C,nturU~y . May 11 
RRf ISKG CORAL PRINCESS 

07:00·20:Jf'l 
RR/\ SKG VOLENUAM 

07:00•21 OU 

Sat1mJ;1y. May 18 
RRf I SKG ISLAND PRINCESS 

07 00 • 20 )(I 
SKG VOLENDAM 

07:UO•~l:OO 

S111urd11y Muy ::!.S 
RRA ISKG CORAL PRINCESS 

07:00·241:)U 
RRF SKG VOLC;Nl)AM 

07:00·21 00 
RRIJ 

~;ih,rd;iy_ luf'IC" I 
RRA ISKG ISi.ANO PRINCFSS 

07:00•20 )0 
ORE )'iKG VOL1:Nl),\M 

07 00·21 :00 
RRF 

BRD 

Soi:111N.l)' , J1111r• 
RRF ISKG CORAL PRJNCESS 

07 :00• :!0:31l 
RRA SKG VOLENDAM 

07:00-2100 
BRD 

Sia•IW)', fo11t 1-S 
BRD 1= l!lAl-'tl ,t11'(:{S< ciiflrt•1DJfl 
RltA ~"KO VOI.F.NDAM 

07 00·21 00 
RRF 

RRF 

Rl<A 

RRF 

RRA 

RR!-' 

RRA 

RllF 

RRA 

RRl' 

RRA 

RRP 

RRA 

RRF 
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Sunday, Junt H, IMundi.y, June 17 
SKG CORAL PRINCESS RRF SKG MILLENNIUM 

06:30-20:30 07:00-20:30 
SKG SF.VENSEASMARmER R.RA SKG OVATfONOFSF.1\S 07:00-17:00 07:00-20:30 

TUdday, Jw'M: IR 
RRF ISKG ROYAL PRINCESS 

05!30-20:30 
RRA SKG SOLSTICE 

07:0U·IS:OO 

w~-<lncs..by. June 19 Thu,sJay, Jun: :?O 
RRF ISKG GOLDEN rRINCESS BRD SKCi AMFRICAN coNsTELI A 05:)0·20:JO ·05:0U 
RR..,\ 5KG RADIANCE OFTHl: SEA ORE SKG GRAND PRJNCESS 07:UU· J<,:JO OS 30-20:30 

fri,,l ■y. Jun.; 21 
SKG CARNIVAL LF.GI-.ND 

07:00·21 00 
BRn IS KG VIK.ING ORION 

01-:00· IIUO 

~Uil1,;-June23 
SKG AM~RJC'ANCONSTELLA 

US:OO-
SKG ISLAND PRINCESS 

06:UU•20:30 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

07:00-15:00 
SKG RF.GATTA 

07:LI0-17:0U 

Sunday. JW1e JO 
SKG CORAL PRfNCESS 

06:30•20:30 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARlNF.R 

U7:U0-17:00 
Sl<.G \IJKINGOiUON 

0!s:OO· IS:00 

~ Jtit)' l 
~'li,;0 ISi.AND PRINCESS 

06:0U·'.!U:JU 
$!,;,Ci SE.VfN SEAS MARlNER 

07:00-17:00 
SIC(j SILVER MUSE 

08:00-17:00 

~....a.,y- lilly , .. 
Sl(Q tt'Jo~ICASCONSTELLA 

l\lliNIJ..T, J11n1;: !~ 
~ (.l AMERICANCONSTELLA 

-OS:CIO 

BRD ~(\ OVATION OF SEAS 
07:00-20:30 

SKG RUBYPRJNCESS 
07:00-20:15 

SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 
U7:00·21:00 

Tuesday, June 25 
SKG GOLDEN rRJNC'ESS 

OS:JO-W:30 
13RD I SKG SOLSTICE 

07:UO-IR:UO 
R.RA SKG RUBYI•RJNCESS 

07:00-:W:15 

RRF 151(0 QUEEN HlZABF.nt 
07:00-20:00 

RRA SKO RADIANC'EOF"THESEA RRF 
07:0U-20:30 

SKG NIEUW AMSffRDAM 
07:00-21:0() 

Mond."ly, .My J 

RRF l'liKG MILLF.NNIUM 07 00-20:JO 
RRA SKG OVATION OF Sf AS 

U7:00-2U:JIJ 
BltD SKG SIL VER ~USE 

08:()()-17:30 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

Ul-l:30-17:JO 

Mani.Jay, JulyS 

R.RA Sl<.G OVATJONOFSEAS 
07:00-20:30 

Tuc .. 'i'1ay, July 2 

RRF ISKG ROYAL PRfNCESS 
U5:JO·:W:30 

RRA SKG SOLSTICF. 
U7:tlU-IRUU 

OR£ SKG RURY PRINCESS 
07:00-20:15 

SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 
07:00-21:00 

~

IIC<iday July9 
BRI) KG GOLDEN PRINCESS 

05:)U-::!U:JU 
kRA KG SOLSTICE 

07:00-18:0U 

RRF ISKG AZAMARA QUEST u,·o0-17:UO 

ORE SKG RADIANCEOFTHESEA RRF 
07:(l0-2U:]U 

5KG RURY PRINCESS 
07:U0-::!0!5 

SKG AMERICAN CONSTl:LLA 
08:)0-17:30 

Mondny, July 15 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

-05:00 

'SKG NIEUW AMSrnRDAM 
01:00-11 00 

Tuc:tday July 16 
SKG ROYAL PRIN..:ESS 

ODU-20:30 

ORE SKG NORWEGlAN JOY RRA SKG STAR PRJNCESS 
07·00· 17:00 Ui·\10· 17:00 

RRD SKG NORWEGIAN BUSS RRf SKG WT:STERDMf 07:00·20:!5 U7:UU·21:00 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA SKG l)ISNEY WONDER 

OR_;QQ__:_ 07:15·[2:45 
Wednesday, June 26 

KRF ISKG ROY AL rRJNCESS O<i:00-?0)0 
RRA '5KG MlLI.ENN!UM 

07:UU-1(,IJO 
ORE '$KG NORWEGJAN BLISS 

U7:00-2U: l5 
BRO 

Thnr~Jay. June 27 

RRF ISKG STAM. PRJNCf:SS O(d0-17:00 
ORE SKG AZAMARA QUF,Sf 

07:(Kl-17:00 
RRA SKG NOORDAM 

07:00-21:00 
Sl<.G OISNF,Y WONDER 

07:15- l'NS 

WcJncs.lay. Joly 3 Thu,~y. July 4 
RRF SKG GOLDF.NT'RJNCF.SS HR!> SKG STARPRJNCESS 

05:30-20:30 0i 00-17:00 
RRA ISKG RADIANCF. or rllE SF.A ORE sKG WF.S rERDAM 07:0U· lfi JO 07:00-21:flll 
ORE SKG NORWEGIAN JOY RRA SX:G DISNEY WONO'ER 

07"00-17:IXI 071S-19;45 
RRD SKG NORWEGIAN BUSS RRF SKG RF.GA Tl A 

IJ7UU-2U:15 OQ :UU-IQ:JU 

Wi:tincsday, July 10 
RRF I SKG ROYAL PRINCESS 

06:00-20:Jn 

RAA ISKG MILLENNIUM 07:00-16:00 
ORE SKG CRYSTALSYMP110NY 

07:UU-1(,30 
BkD SKG NORWE\IIAN BLISS 

07:U0-20: 15 

Thur~day July 11 

RRF ISKG ST.AR PRINCESS u, ·00-11:00 
ORE SX:G NOORDAM 

07:00-21:00 
BRD SKG VIKINGORION 

U~:0IJ-18:00 
RIC\ 

Wctlne:tday, J11Jy 17 Thur~day. Ju!y lll 

0S ·J0· 20:30 07:00- 17:00 

RRA SKG NORWEGIAN IEWl:L 
O~:OIJ-20:00 

RRF 

ORE 

Friday, Jun,,; 1r! 
Riv\ \~ KG NOM.WEGJAN JEWl(L 07:00- Ii 00 
ORE 5KG CRYSfALSYMPJION\' 

07.UIJ- l'l:UO 
RRF SKG CARNIVAL LEGEND 

U7:00•2\:UO 
BRO 

J"n,,"11). hlb' S 
ORE i $K{O ~ii~~~~ 
RRF ISKG CARNIVAi I..EGEND 

07:UU-21 :00 
BRD SKG AMSTERDAM 

08:00-17 00 
RR:\ SKG NORWEGIAN JEWF.L 

U~:OO·:!U UU 

Frit.luy,July 12 
RRA 5KG NORWl'GIAN Jl:WEL 

I 
07:0U- l'i 00 

kRf SKG CARNIVAL LEGl;l',;IJ 
07:00-21 00 

BRD SKG AMSTERDAM 
0&..UU-17011 

fril..luy.July lQ 

~t::G CORAL PRTNCESS RRF 
06:30-20:30 

SKG MILLENNIUM 
0700-20JO RRF ISKG SOLSTICE Oi:OU-18:00 

RRA SKG RArnANCE OF THE SEA ORE SKG WESTERDAM 

RRF ISKG GOI..Dl;N PRINCESS BRO SKG STAR PRINC'l:.SS RRA 1sKG ~l~~:rJNCEss 
RRF SKG CARN(VAL LEGEND 

07:00•21·00 SK.G CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 
10:00•10:00 

Suntl:iy, Jul>· 21 
SKG AMERJCAN CONSTELLA 

0.5;00-
SKG LE SOLEAL 

06:00- 19 00 

RRA lsKG OVATION OF SEAS 
07:00 - 20:~0 

SKG SlLVERMUSI:: 
OEl:00-17:30 

Mum.lay, July 22 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

·0.5:0ll 

RR.A SKG RURY PRINCESS 
07:00·20:15 

OR[; SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 
07:0l)-21:00 

Tu1.,"S<.by, July 23 
SKG GOLDEN PRINCESS 

OS:30- 20:30 
RR.A I SKG SOI STICE 

07:00-18:00 

07:00-16:JO Oi .00-21:00 
ORE SKG NORWEGIAN JOY RR.A SKG SEVF.N SEAS MARINER 07:00- 17 rm Olt·UO- I K:00 
BRD SKG NORWEGIANBL/SS RRf 

07:U0-20:!5 

ORE ISKG NORWEGIAN Jl::WEL 
0800•2000 

Wr:<lnl"11<L1y Jul)-2-1 ,--- - ------- r,..i,q~ Jtit, !'llo ThursJ;iy July 25 

RR,\ SKG MILLENNIUM 
0700-16:00 

ORE SKG .-\ZAMARA QUEST 
0700-1(,:00 

RRA 1~.X(I ~n~l~9J:l•U~WIIL 
ORE SKG CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00•21 00 5KG ISLAND 1-'RJNCESS 
06:00-2030 

RRA ISKG UVATIONOF SEAS 
0100-20:30 

RRF SKG RADIANCI:: Of! HIE SEA RRF 
(17.00-20:Jfl 

SKG RUBY PRINCESS 
07:00-20:15 

RRF ISKG ROYAL PRJNCESS 0600-20:30 

ORE SKG NORWEOLAN BUSS 
07:0U-20:15 

RRF IS KG STAR PRINCESS Oh 30-17:00 

RRA SKG NOORDAM 
IJ7:00-21:00 

RRF 

BRn 
SKG SILVF,RMUSE 

08:00• 17:00 

Sunday, July 28 
SKG CORAL PRINCESS 

06:30 • 20:30 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MAR.INER 

07:00-17:00 

ORE 

>"""1>)Jo!r -,,--
RRF ltt" >IILLL><Sll,1 Uli.l0-~.10 
RR.A ~(j OVATION OF SEAS 

07:00-20:30 
SXCi SILVER MUSE 

08:00-17:JO 
StO Vll<.rNGORJON 

OS 00-1 ~:00 

---~Ci ~~\~~00~~1.LA. 

10:30 Friday, January 04, 2019 

SKG NIEUW AMSTF.RnAM 
07:00-21 00 

ARD SKG DISNEY WONDER 
07: 15-19:45 

T~)', M) !ll --- iWedncsd.ay, July 31 Thurslluy, A~g~-., -, - ----- - F'r11.lny, Au~u~L 2 -RRF ~(, ~i>:'J}\~LSS RRF '.'iKG ~f}ol:1~JC1NCESS BRO SKG ~ .1,~-~~)~CESS ORE SKG ~ :~0-\~k 
RRA SKG SOLSTICE RRA 1:iKG RADIANCEOFTHESEA ORE SKG REGATTA RRA SKG CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 07:00-11-:00 07.00-16:30 0700-16:00 07:00-1800 ORE SKG RUBYPRJNCl.:SS ORE SKG NORWEGIAN JOY RRA SKG WESTERDAM: RRF SKG CARNIVAL LEGl:NO 07:00-20:15 ll7 .00-17:00 Oi:00-21:00 07:00-21:00 BRO ISKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM BRO SKG NORWEGIAN BUSS RRF SKG nISNEY WONDER BRn SKG soRWEGIAN JEWCL 07:00-21:00 07:00-20:15 0715-IQ:45 08:00-2000 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

Salur<lay fon~ 22 
RRF 15KG CORAL PRINCESS 

07:00-20:JO 
RRA SKG VOLENDAM 

117:UU-2 1:tMI 
BRD 

Saturday Jur.c:2\1 
BRO ISKG ISLAND rR1NcEss 06;00 -20:)0 
RRA ~kn GRANl>PRINCESS 

IJ(, 3U-2U:15 
ltRF ~l(t"'i ASUK,\ II 

07:00-17 :00 
$0 VOI. ENIHM 

07:UU-21 :1111 

l
'~•J.'lr, J~ 6 

RllA io:l:.O IUL\\...PltSt'."l:SS 
UJO()•lO]II 

RRF .St:(] VOLENDAM 

ORE 

RRD 

U7 00-21:00 

lli:;it'IIT'ib), July IJ 
SRO l:!iili;G l':lt. .,~1, PRINCESS 

111.110-20Ju 
Rk.F SK<l VOLENIJAM 

0700-2100 
RRA 

Snlurd,1y Ju/)20 
RRA ISKG CORAL PRI NCESS 07:00-20 30 
RRF SKG VOLENDAM 

07:00-21 00 
BRU SKG VIKJNGORION 

OS 00- IH:00 
SKG ltcGATTA 

08:00-22:0(1 -,-- -SalurJ:iy,July27 
BR[) SKG CRYSTALS,YMf>flONV 

0700-J,5)() 
RRf SKG ISLAND PRINCESS 

07:00-2030 
SKG VOLENIJAM 

07:00-:?J 00 

Saturd~y. Au1,1osl J 
ORE lsKG CORAL rRJNCEss 07:00-20:\11 
RRA SKG VULEND,\M 

0700-2100 
R.Rf <;KG AZAMARA QUEST 

07:l0-17·0U 
SRD 

RRA 

RRF 

llRA 

BRIJ 

ORE 

RRF 

RRA 

RRF 

RRA 

IUU' 

RRA 

RRJ' 

ORE 

ARD 

BRO 

RRA 

RRf 

RRF 

BRD 

RRA 

Page3o[5 

):::. 

~ 
"' co· 
~ 
0 ..... 
I\) 
a 
-.&. 

co 
R 
C: en· 
ct> 

g? 
"5· 
~ 
(lj 

~ 
::i 
() 
ct> 
s· 
(/) 
@ 

(Q 

~ 
~ 
):::. 
ii>'" 
(/) 

@ 



E
X

C
.SG

Y
-000355

-ti 
~ 

CJCl 
ti) 

""" O'I 
0 
'"°'l 
N 
QC 
~ 

'JJ. 
~ 
~ 
I 

N 
0 
0 
F 
"'c 
~ 

IJCj 
~ 

i,,,. 

tH 
Ul 
0 
~ 

""' N 
tH 

t_'!'j 

~ ; .... 
--3 
~ 

t 
Cl) 
:l 
Q 
5<· 
I\) 

~ 
I\) 

Sunday, Au~usi 4 
SKG LE SOLEAL 

06:00-19:00 

~untluy, August S Tuo.:s<l.iy. August n 
RRA ISKG GOl.l)F.N PRINCESS 

OS:30·20:30 
SKG ISLt\ND PRINCESS 

t)(,:00-20:JO 

BRU ISKG OVATION OF SEAS 
07:0U-20:30 

RR.f 'SKG RAOIANCEOFTHESEA RU 
U7:U0·20:J0 

SKG SOLSTICE 
117:W·ltl:OO 

W,;.-tln~i<lay, Augusl 7 
RRI-' ISKG ROYAL PR1NCES8 

06:Ull·20:30 
RR.A SKG MILLENNIUM 

11100· l(d}O 

ThUNtliy, Auguit K 
RRF ISKG STAR PRINCt::SS 

07011· 17:00 
ORF. SKG NOORDAM 

0700·::!l:OO SKG SEVEN SEAS MAR£NER 
07:00-15:00 

SKG SILVER MUSE 
0S:l.10·17:00 

5unJ.iy, Auiu..r 11 
SKG AMERJCAN CONSTELLA 

05:00· 
SKG CORAL PRINCF.SS 

06:)U-20:30 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

07:00· 17:00 

Sunday, Augu,1 1~ 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

OS:00· 
SKG ISLAND PRINCESS 

O(d0·2tJ:JO 
SKG SfVEN SEAS MARINER 

07:00· IS:OO 
SKG SILVER MUSE 

OR:()0·17:0U 

Sun.Jay Augult 25 
SKG AMERICAN CONS I HLA 

05:00-
SKG CORAL rRtNCESS 

06:30· 10:)0 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

07:00·17:00 

Sunday. Scplemocr I 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

05:0U· 

RRA $KG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 
OS:l0-17:30 

ORE 

Mumfoy, Aug,.1.~t 12 
SKG AMI;RICANCONSTELLA 

·05:00 
RRF ISKG MILLF.NNIUM 

U7:00 ·2U:JU 
RRA SKG OVATIONOFSliAS 

07:00·20:30 
SKG SILVER MUSE 

IJR:00· 17:30 

Monday 1\ugnit 19 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

·05:00 
RRF ISKG GRAND PRINCESS 

U7:00·21J:15 
RRA SKG OVATIONOFSF.AS 

07:00·20:30 
ORE SKG RA[)JANCEOFTHESF.A 

07:UO·.:W:30 

Mondny, Augu~I 26 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTF.l.LA 

·05:0U 
RRF ISKG MILL..ENNJUM 

07:00·20:30 
RRA SKG OVATlONOFSfAS 

07 ll0•2U:JO 
SKG SJLVERMUSE 

0800-17:30 

Munday, Scp1emhcr 2 
5KG AMERICAN CONS rELLA 

·05:00 

SKG RUB\" PRJNCES$ 
U7:00•20:15 

SKG Nlf::UW AMSTERDAM 
07:U0-21:00 

ruc.'l<l.1y, i\u1c1u~t IJ 
SKG ROYAL PRrNCESS 

05:J0-20:JO 
RRF l'iKG SOLSTICF. 

07:00· IR:00 
RRA SKG RUBY PRINCESS 

07:00<!0;15 
ORE 5KG NIEU\V AMS rCRDAM 

07:0(1·21:UO 

TlJeSllny Augu,r 10 
SKG GOLDEN PRJNCESS 

05:)0·20:30 

ARD 15KG SOLS rlCE 07:UU· l~:OO 
RR.A SKG RUBY PRINCESS 

07:00·20:15 
RRF fiKG NlEUW AMSTERDAM 

U7:U0·21:()U 

Tucllday. Au~u~t 27 
:!:iKG ROYAL PRlNCl::S5 

US:30·10:JU 

RJlf l'iKG SOLSTICE 07:00· ltl:OO 
RRA SKG RUBY PRINCl.:SS 

07:00·10:15 
ORE f;KG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

07:()(.1·21:00 

Tucsd..iy, Scritemhcr 3 
5KG GOLIJEN PRINCESS 

05:30-20:30 

ORE SK<i NORWEGIAN BLISS 
07:00•20:IS 

BRD 

RR.A SKG DISNEY WONDER 
07 IS· 19:4S 

lWe,.lnes<lay. i\ugtm 14 Thur'i<Jlly Angn.<11 15 
R.Rf SKG GOLDENPRINCESS FIRD SKG STARPRJNCF.~S 

05:)0-20:30 06:J0· 17:00 
RR.A SKG RADIANCEOFlHESEA ORE SKG Wf:STERD/\M 

117:00· l(dO 117:00·21:IIU 
ORE SKG NORWEGIAN JOY RRA SKG DISNEY WONDER 

07:()0-17:00 07:15·19:45 
BR□ lsKG NORWEGIAN BLISS RRF SKG REGATTA 

07:00·20 15 08:00·J(,:!.MJ 

Wt:UneS\l:iy. Augu~t 11 
RRF IS KG ROYAL PRJNCTISS 

O<i:00·2030 
RRA SKG MILi 1-:NNIUM 

U7:0U· JGOO 
ORE ~KG NORWEGIANBLJSS 

0700·20:15 
ARD 

rhurWny. A11gt1~1 22 

RRF ISKG STAR PRJ.NCESS 07:00·IN~J 
ORE SKG NOORDAM 

Oi:00·21:111.1 
RRA SKG DISNEY WONDER 

OilS·l9:45 

W1.."llrn::S®y. Augu~L 2~ ThuNcfay. August 211 
RRF ISKG GOLDEN PRINCESS BRl) SKG GRAND PRINCESS IJS :W·2U:30 05 30·20:JO 
RR.A SKG RADIANCl:OFTHESEA ORE RKG STAR PRINCESS 

07:00· 16:30 07:00· 17:00 
ORE SKG NORWEGIANJOY RRA SKG WESTERDAM 

07:00· 17:0U U7:W·21:0U 
BRO SKG NORWl:'.GrAN BLISS RRF SKG mSNEY WONDER 

07:00·20:15 07:15 • 19:45 

Wedncstl~y Scplembc:r 4 
RRF SKG ROYAL PRINCF.SS 

06 30·20 JO 
SKG fSLAND PR.f1'K:ESS 

06:30·20:30 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

07:00· IS:OO 

RRF ISKG OVATION OF SEAS RR.,\ 
07:Cl0·20:30 

RRA SKG RADIANCE Of THE SEA RRF 
07:00·20:30 

SKG SOLSTICE 
07:00- 11!.:00 

SKG RUBY PRINCESS 
07:00·20 15 

RR.A SKG NORWE(ifAN BUSS 
07:00·2lt IS 

ORE 

BRll 

I-·-·' RRF :,;,-Q STAR PRINCESS 
07:00· 17:0U 

RRA ~~n NOORDAM 

!$KO ~;1~~~~1:CNlJER 
07:15·19:45 SKG SILVERMUSE 

08:00· 17:00 
ORE SKG Nll:UW AMSTElll)AM 

07:00-2100 

1------- ------ -Sul!Wly, s~-pl~ni>er 8 Mond:iy, Sc111cmbc:r 9 Tuesday, S..:pkmh~, 10 
SKG ROYAL PRINCESS 

05J0·20:]0 !ctlnt:!io.l.-!y,St:ptcn"D:1!! 
SKG AMERlCAN CONS [ELLA SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

05:00· -05:00 
SKG CORALPRrNCESS RRF SKG OVAT!ONOFSEAS 

0(,:30-'.!:0:30 07:00·20:30 
5KG SEVENSEASMARfNER RRA SKG SILVERMUSE 

07:00• 17:00 DR:00-17:30 

Sunday, ::h;plt:mber 15 I Munday, S..:p1.:mbt:r 16 
SKG SEVENSEASMA.RrNER RRA SKG OVATIONOFSEAS 

07:00· 14:00 07:00-20:30 

RRA ISKG SOLSTICF. 
01:00· moo 

ORE SKG RUBY l'RINCESS 
07:11(1·20:IS 

SKG NIF.UW AMSTERDAM 
0700·11:00 

RR.f KG GOLDEN PRINCESS 
0(,:ll0·1030 

RRA KG NORWEGIANJOY 
0700-1700 

ORE KCi NORWErnAN BLJSS 
07:00·:WJS 

BRn 

~
--y, Sc.:ptcl1'0C1 17 Wo.:<lnc'!l~Y, S.:rikmbc, l ~ 

RR.A GOLl)EN PRfNCliSS RRf 5KG NORWEGJAN JOY 
IJ6:U0-20:30 07 oo- 17:00 

SKG RURY PRINCESS RR.A SKG NORWEGIAN Bl ISS 
07:00·10: IS 0700·20:l5 

SKG NIEU\V AMSTERDAM BRO SKCi NOORDAM 
07:00·21:00 0700·21:00 

ThlllW)', $.:~~1~ 
BRD r:.:O ffA. llt .._l~W. [J~ 0,1•1,.00 
U.A $,:G WESTERDAM 

0700·11:00 
RRf $KC. DISNEY WONDER 

07:15• 19:45 

~,St:ritcmlxr19 

RRA I""'; ~1~-',I'F 
RRf 

BRD 

Frid,.1.>·, August 9 
RRA ISKG VIKING ORION 

06:00· !K:IJ0 
RRF SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

07:00•17:00 
ORE SKG GRAND PRINCESS 

07:00·20:30 
SKG CARNfV,\L LEGEND 

07:00·Zl:OO 

t'ri<lay, Au~u-u 16 
ORE ISKG CAkNlVAL LEGEXD 

07:00·21 00 
RRF SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

U8:UU·2U:00 
BRD 

R"' 

FriJ:.1y, Ausu~1 13 
RRA IS KG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

0700·1700 
RRr SKG CARNIVAi Lt:GENIJ 

07:00·21 00 
ORI: 

Jr,..., . ._.,~ 
BRO 1S•G <'-,Sl~A\, 1,tGll<~ utw•:1w 
RR/\ SKG CRYSTAL SYMPllONY 

011:00•1800 
RRF SKG NORWl'.GIAN JEWl:L 

OS:00·2000 
01u: 

lrni.,. Scplc-rnhcr 6 
RRA IS!il.Ci NORWEG!AN JEWl:L 

07:UU· 17,00 
RRf 1,om CARNIVAL LC:Gl::ND 

07.00·21 00 
ORE SJ!.0 CRYSfALSYMPHONY 

OR.IJ0•19.00 

,,,i.,, .... ,.,...,.13 
RRA IS).(l ~"&':'!fii LL'<ltSU 
RRF ~~0 CRYSTALSYMPHONY 

OSOO·l900 
OR.E i~O NORWEGIAN JEWl::L 

OM.00·20:00 

rhu,~~ 20 
RRF rs~(i ~Of$-0~:,..1 Itt\1-1lt. 

~-

10:30 Friday, January 04, 2019 Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

Sltlmby, AIIJl.d1 Ul 
BRD 1~KC'i I.Sl A~'t)flll:l"«TSS 

iJ;tM ... JOl(1 
ORI: SK(i VOLT:NDAM 

07:00•21 OU 
RRA 

RRF 

liatunfay Aue-'tl~t 17 
RRF It.KG COKAL PRINCESS 

07:00-20:30 
BRU SKG VOI.ENDAM 

07:00•2l:OO 

S.."'fhnh), ll'IIJ\N 24 ••n 1s►: o ("'-\'$TAL ~'M'l'lk)m' lJiOO•ll'N . 
RRF S)tfi ISL..\NU PRlNCF.SS 

07:00· 10:30 
S~G VOLENDt\M 

07:00·21:0() 

'tdlD11-ayAIIP"J l 
RR~' ISKG ~'Ok,\\ .P:iCl ... l."P.SS OlW•:U)IJ 
RkA SKG VOL[NUAM 

07:00·21 01, 
BRD SKG RF.GATTA 

0~:00·22 tJO 

S:i111rcl.lyScp1en'IOCf7 
BRI) ISKG GRAND PRINCFSS 

Oh 00·:W !5 
RRf SKG ISLAND PRINCESS 

07 00· 1.0 )0 
RR:\ SKG VOl,ENDAM 

07 00•21:00 

Sa1unlay, Si.:pl~mlx:t" 1-1 
RRF ISKG CORAL PR. INCESS 

0700·20:l() 
RRA SKG VOLENDAM 

07:00·21 00 
BRO 

- --s,uurday, S,;pL~mbt:1 21 
BRIJ ISKG CORAL PR!i\CESS 

01:uu-:20Jo 
SKG VOlENDAM 

07:00·!100 

RRA .. , 

RRA 

RRF 

BRD 

RRA 

RJlF 

RRA 

RRf 

BRU 

BRD 

RRA 

RRF 

RRA .. , 

RRA 

RRF 
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SWJWly, Septerrbcr 22 1MomJ11y, Sc:ple!T»(r 23 
SKG CARNIVAL LEGEND RRF SKG ROYAL PRINCESS 

0i:00-20:oo 07:00-20:30 

Sund:ly, September 29 IMomfay. September JO 

10:30 Friday, January 04, 2019 

!Tuesday, Scp1c:ml.,c:1 24 I W,Jn,,.by, Sepr,mb,, 25 I Thurstfo.y, Scplemlxr 21'1 
RRA 5KG NORWEGIAN JOY RRA SKG NORWECllAN BLISS RRA SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL ARD 

07:00·20:IS 07:00-20:15 07:00-20:15 
SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM RRD 5KG WESTERDAM BRD 

07:00·21:00 07:0U·l l: fl0 
SKG NOORUAM RRF 

07:00-21:00 

1rue1u.l11y, Octobc:r I JUlA I We<lm:~U.,y, October 2 fhund11y. Cktohc:r 3 
SKG NORWEGIAN JOY SKG NORWEGIAN .JI:WEL BRD 

07:00·20:IS 07:00-20:15 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

fFrilay, ':kplcmbcr 27 S•lunily, Sr:p1cmlx.-r 111 

Ftiuny, 00!\b~ 4 SnturUay October 5 
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I 0:29 Friday, January 04. 2019 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska 

Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 
FOR PORT(S) = JNU 
AND SHIP(S) = ALL 

AND VOYAGES= ALL 
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Sunday, April 2R 
JNU RUBY PRINCESS 

09:00-22:00 

Sunday, May 5 

Sunday, Mny \2 

Monilay, April 29 
FKL IJNU NORWEGIAN JOY 

14:30·23:00 

I Monday. May 6 
1NU NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

l):00•22:00 
JNU EURODAM 

IJ:00 ·22:00 
1NU NORWl3Ci!AN JOY 

14:30 ·2):00 

Mondny, Mny 13 
JNU SEVEN SEAS MARrNER AS 

09:00-23:00 
JNU RUBY l'RJNCESS 

11 :00 -22:15 

SWW)'. May 19 
JNU [SLAND PRJNCESS 

06:)0-17:00 
JNU OVATIONOFSE/\S 

07:00-21:00 
JNU MILLENNlUM 

09:00·21:00 
JNU GRAND PRINCESS 

IJ:J0-22:00 
JNU MAASDAM 

14:00-23:00 

Sund.1y, Mny 26 
JNU NGVENTURE 

06:00-23:00 
JNU CORAL l'RrNCESS 

06:J0-17:00 

FKL 

AS 

AJD 

CT 

ACT 

JNU NIEUW AMSTERDAM 
13:00·22:UO 

JNU EURODAM 
\3·00·2]:00 

~NU SOLSTICF. 
]J:J0-22:00 

Momfay Mny W 
JNU RUBY PRJNCESS 

11:00·22:IS 
JNU NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

1):00·22:00 
JNlJ EUJWDAM 

13:00·23:00 
JNU SOLSTICE 

Jl:Jo-2:wo 

Munday. May 27 
CT IJNU RURY PRINCESS 

11:00-22:15 
FKL 1NU NJEUW AMSTERDAM 

!3:00•22:00 
INU RADIANCE OF THE SEA AJD JNU EURODAM 

09:00·21:00 
JNU OVATIONOFSEAS 

12:00·21 00 

J3 00·23:00 
AS !JNU SOLSTICE 

IJ:J0-1.2:00 

10:29 Friday, January 04, 2019 

rurn!ay, April 30 
AS 

CT JNU OOSTERl>AM 
11~...i.,y M,y7 

13:00·21 :00 
AS JNU NORWEGIAN RUSS 

14:JU·:?3:0IJ 
AJO 

TuL~dny, May 14 

FKL IJNU NORWEGIAN JOY 07:00· 13:30 
CT JNU MILLENNIUM 

07:UU-2131.J 
AS JNU ROY AL PRrNCESS 

O,ll:00-21:15 
AJD JNU OOSTERlJAM 

13:00-21:00 

FKL 

JNU NORWEGIAN BUSS 
14;30·23:00 

T!JeM!;)y May 21 
.JNU NORWF,GI/\N JOY 

07:<lO·lJ:JO 

W,,:i.l:n:s,\uy, M.iy I 
JNU CARNIVAi I EGF.ND 

11:00-22:00 

CT JNU CARNIVAL Ll.:Gl.:NO 
lw_, .. ,,. 

14 ,00·23:00 
/\JI) 

I
Wt:Jne~dny May 15 

ND !NU WESTERDAM 
07 00·21:00 

AS JNU ECLIPSE 
08:IJU·J.130 

FKL JNU NOORDAM 
10:00·22:00 

(..'T !JNU STAR PRJNCF.SS 
12:]0-.22:1:'i 

AJD 

WeJl'ClJd.i.y. M.,y :!2 
AJl) JNU ROY AL PRINCESS 

06-30·17:00 

ThlllsJay, Muy 2 
~·KL IJNU STAR PRINCESS 

09:00-22:00 

fKL JNU GOLDEN PRTNCESS ITh"""''· M,y" 
1200·22:15 

JNU GRAND PRINCESS 
13:)11·22:00 

rhur~day Mny 16 
AS IJNU NORWEGIAN JEWcL 

0800-18:00 
AJD JNU CARNIVAL Lf.GENU 

14:U0-23:00 
CT 

FKL 

FKL 
Thu~r. Mny 23 
JNU ECLIPSE 

07:30·20:00 
er JNU RADJANCEOFTHE~E,\ ,\S JNU SEVEN SE.\S MARINER AJD JNU NOORDAM 

07:00·2130 07:UO- 14:00 US:00-18:UO 
AS JNU CiOLDF.N PRJNCCSS FKL JNU WCSTEKDi\M CT JNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

0~:00-J. I: 15 10:00·2.2 00 11:00-21:00 
AJD JNU OOSTERIJAM 

er I"" srAR PRINCESS 
AS JNU QUEEN Fl.17.ABEl'H 

13:00·21:00 12:J0-22:15 14:00·22:00 
JNU NORWEGIAN RLISS AJD 

14:30·23:00 

Tuc,;day. May 28 

lw'""'"'''· M«y 29 

Thur~day, May JO 

CKL IJNU NORWEGIAN JOY A.JD JNU GOLDEN PRlNCESS FKI ,JNU KG SF.A fHRO 
07:00-13:30 06 30· 17:00 ()(i00·23:00 

CT JNU MILLENNIUM AS JNU NOORDAM CT JNU NORWEGIAN JEWCL 
07:00-2130 10:UO-J.2 oo 01:00·IJ:l5 

AS JNU ST AR LEGEND ACT JNU SEVEN SEAS MARINER AJD JNU ECllrSE 
07:00-22:00 10:00-21:nn 07:30·20:00 

AJD JNU ROYAL PRrNCl:SS FKL I/NU STAR PRINCESS AS JNU VIKING ORION 
Olt:00·21:15 12:30·22:15 Oli:00· 17:)0 

JNU OOSTERD/\M CT JNU WESTERDA.M 
13:00·21:00 03 OO- llkOO 

JNU NORWJ.:GIAN BLISS AID JNU GRAND PRJNCE5<:: 
14:30·2) 00 OR:110-21:00 

~nllly, May J 

f'Kl IJNU ISl,ANIJ PRINCESS 
12:00-22:00 

l''""Y• M,y IU fKL JNU CORAL PkJNCESS 
12:00 ·22:00 

AS JNU VOLF.NOAM 
IJ lllJ·220U 

I
Fridny. M:1v 17 

AJD JN(J VOLEl\TI.AM 
13:00-22·00 

FKL 

Fn,!11y, M11y :!4 
AS JNU DISNEY WONDER 

(i IJNU ~~i~~J~:~~ 
l3:0ll·.2.2:00 

AJD 

FKL 

I'"'''· May JI IC.:T JNU DlSNEY WONDER 
06:45- ll'i 45 

AJl) JNU AZAJ\-fARA QUEST 
07:}0· 18·00 

AS JNU SILVER MOSE 
08:00·23 00 

ACT JNU VOLENDAM 
13:00-2.2:00 

FKL CT I 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

'Salur<l.iy. May 4 
FKL 

,S.11ur4ay. May II 
fKL JNU ISLAND PRINCESS 

08:00·21 00 
n 

'inrurJ.,y, M:1y 18 
CT I/NU C.:ORAL PRlNCESS 

08:00·21 00 
INU QUF.f:N CLIZABETI I 

13 :00 ·.21 :00 

AJO JNU NG SF.A LION r'"'~'" M,y 25 
1)(,:00·2).00 

CT JNU ISi.ANO rRINCESS 
01! 00·21:0U 

JNU REGATTA 
09:00-18:00 

I'''"''''''"" I 

AJD JNU NG QUEST 
()(i:00·23 00 

fK.L JNU CARNIVAL LEGENU 
07 00· 15:00 

/\S JNU CORAL PRINCESS 
0~:00-21 00 CT 

FKL 

FKL 

AS 

ICT 

FKL 

CT 

CT 

AS 

FKL 
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Sunday, ]\,In~ J. 
JNU ISLAND PRINCESS 

06:30· 17:00 
JNU MILLENNlUM 

09;00-21 00 
JNU OVATIONOFSEAS 

12:00-21:00 
JNU QUEEN EllZABETH 

14:00-22:00 

Sundiy, June IJ 
.JNU NC.VENTURE 

OIS:00·23:00 
JNU NG SEA BIRD 

0(,:00·2.3:0IJ 
JNV CORAL PRl'NCESS 

06:)0·17:00 
JNU GRAND PRINCESS 

UR:00·2l:OIJ 

Mon<luy, Junc:J 
FKL \mu RUBY PRINCESS J 1:00·22:1S 
ND )NU NIElrW AMSTERDAM 

13:UU•22:0U 
AS JNU EUROOAM 

1):00•2):00 
CT JNU SOLSTICE 

13:30-22:00 

Moniliy. June 10 
IVF .JNU RUBY PRINCESS 

11:00· 22:IS 
ICl" JNU NlEUW AMSTERDAM 

13:00·22:00 
FKL JNU EURODAM 

1):00·23:00 
CT JNU SOLS rlCE 

n,,-u RADrANCEOFTHl:SEA A.JO 
09:00 • 21 :00 

\3:JU·22:00 
.JNU MMSOJ\M 

14:00·2.3:00 
JNU OYATIONOFSF.AS 

12:00·21:00 

SunJay, June 16 
JNU ISLAND PRINCESS 

06::I0· 17:00 
JNU MILLENNIUM 

09:00·21 :00 
JNU OVATIONOFSEAS 

ll:00·21:00 

Suntl.1y, June- 2.3 
JNU NG VENTIJRE 

0(,:()()·23:00 
JNU CORAL PRINCESS 

06:30· 17:00 

AS 

Mondav. June 17 

FKL IJNU Ruev PRJNcEss 
ll:00·22:15 

AJO JNU NIF.UW AMSTERDAM 
IJ:00-22:oo 

AS 1NU EUROOAM 
\] 00·23:00 

JNU SOLSTICE 
13 30·22:00 

JNU AZAMARA QUEST 
13:30-23:00 

Momfay June 24 

IVF I JNU RURY PRJNCESS 
l 1:00·22:lS 

FKL JNU NIEUW AMS rf:RDAM 
13:00•22:00 

JNU RADIANCE OF THE SEA AJD 
OQ:00·21:00 

JNU EUROnAM 
l.J:00·23:00 

JNU OVATION OF SF.AS 
12:00·2l:OO 

As I mu SOLSTICE 
1330 ·22:00 

JNU QUEEN ELIZAHETH CT 
14:00-22:00 

Sund~y. June JO Montl.!y. Julyl 
JNU ISi.ANO PRINCESS FKL JNU VIKING ORION 

0(,:30·17;00 0ll:00· 17:00 
JNU MII..LENNJUM AJU ,JNU RUBY PRINCESS 

09:00-21:00 11:00• 22:JS 
JNU SILVER MUSE CT JNU Nlfil..lW AMSTERDAM 

09:0D-23:00 !J:00·22:00 
JNV OVATIONOFSEAS AS JNU EUROOAM 

12:00·21:00 13 00•23:00 
JNU MAASDAM ACT JNU SOLSTICE 

1-1:00-noo IJ 30·22:00 

10:29 Friday, January 04, 2019 

TUt.-.lay,Junc:-1 W..:Jnc,tlay, Jw'IC .'i 
Am )JNU ROYAL rRINCF.SS 

06:30-17:00 
CT JNU RAnrANCE OF' THE SEA AS 

FKL IJNU NORWEGIAN JOY 07:00· IJ:30 
JNU WESTERDAM 

10:00·22:UU 07:00-21:30 
AS JNU GOWEN PRINCESS 

08:00-21:IS 
AJO JNU OOSTF.RDAM 

13:00-21:00 

l'KL ]!NU STAR PRINC~S~ 
12:)0-22:15 

CT 

JNU NORWEGIAN BLISS AID 
14:30·23:00 

T~1y.Junc l l 
FKL JNU NORWEGIAN .tOY 

07:00·1):)0 
CT JNU MILLENNIUM 

07:00·21:)IJ 
AS JNU VIKING ORION 

OB:00· 17:00 
AJO JNU ROYAL PRINCESS 

08:00·21 : IS 
ACT JNU OOSTERIJAM 

IJ:Ol.1·21 :00 
JNU NORWEGIAN RUSS 

14:30·23:UU 
J1'<'U S!LVERMUSE 

2J:lll)· 

' I uc:~1.fay. June 111 
FKL JNU NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:CI0-13:30 

W1,:tln..,s,by. June 12 

AJD IJNU SILVER MUSE ·l:;1:00 
AS .JNU GOLDEN PRINCESS 

06:30· 17:0U 
ACT fNU NOORDAM 

10:00·22:00 
FKL /NU srAR PRINCESS 

l:230·22:!5 
CT 

AJD 

AID 

Wcdnt:1d;iy, Juni: I~ 
AID I JNU ROYAL PRINCESS 

06:30· 17 00 
CT JNU Rl\lJIANCE OF THt SEA AS JNU GRAND PRINCF.SS 

07:l)0-21:311 
AS JNU C'.OLDEN PRINCESS 

OR:00·:!l:IS 
AJD JNU OOSTER!)AM 

13:00-21 :0U 
ACT JN1J NORWEGIAN HLISS 

14:30·23:00 

Tuts<lay. Jur,c 25 

FKL l.n,..u ~oRwr:GJAN JOY 07:00-13:30 
CT JNU MIi i ENNIUM 

07:00·2l :30 
AS JNU ROYAL PRINCESS 

~:00·21:15 
AJD JNU OOSTERUAM 

IJ:00 ·21 :00 
rNU NORWEGIAN RUSS 

14:)0-23:00 

07:lO ·:!l :UU 
FKL JNU VIKJNGORION 

I 
OR:00· 17:JO 

CT JNU WES rERDAM 
10:00·::!2:00 

AID JNU ST AR PRINCESS 
12:30-22:15 

WcJncw.:ty, Jw,c 26 

AJD I JNU Ci OLDEN rRJNcF.ss fl(j:)0·1700 
AS JNU AZAMARA QUEST 

08:00-:!):00 
FKL JNU NOORDAM 

10:00-22:00 
{.7 JNU STAR PRINCESS 

12:)0·22:15 
/\JD 

r"''"''· 1e1,, lw""""""' ,,,,, ACT JNl.J XORWEGIANJOY AJD JNU RO''iALPRJNCESS 
07:00·1 );)0 06:30-17:0U 

FKl JNU RADIANCEOFTHESEA AS JNU STARLEGl::NU 
07:00·21:30 07:00· 15 110 

CT JNU GOLDEN PRINCESS FKL JNU WF.STERDAM 
OH:00·21 :15 10:00·22 00 

AS JNU OOSTERDAM CT JNU STAR PRfNCC:SS 
13:00·21 :00 12::10·22)(1 

AJD INU NORWEGIAN RUSS AJD JNU SUN PRINCESS 
l4:l0·:!3 :00 13:00·22:00 

I 

ThUJ'Rlay, Jun: 6 

FKL rU ECLIPSE 07:30·20:UO 
CT JNU NOORDAM 

01!100· 18:0U 
AS JNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

II Ol)-21:00 

rmlf'sJay. Jura: 13 

AJD IJNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 07:00·IJ:IS 
FKL JNU F.~UPSF 

07:JU·ZO:OO 
CT JNU WESTl.:ROAM 

011 OU· l~:00 
AS JNU QUEEN ELILABETI I 

1-lllll·Zl:OO 

fhur~,J:1y. Ju111: 20 

FKL IJNU STAR LEGEND O~:{IO· 16:00 
AJD JNU ECl lPSF. 

1)7:311 -20:t.ltl 
ACT JNU NOORDAM 

OR 00-18:00 
CT JNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

11:UU-21:00 
AS 

Thurs.Jay, Jnni.: 27 

FKl IJNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 0700·1);]5 
AJD JNU ECLIPSE 

07:30•2IJ:Oll 
CT fNU WESTERDAM 

08:00 - I S:00 
AS JNU CRYS I AL SYMPI IONY 

12:00·ZJ:()() 

Thursd~y July 4 
FKl JNU ECLIPS'E 

07 311·20:00 
ACT JNU NOORDAM 

Oll:OO·IIUIO 
CT JNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

I l 00·21:00 
AS JNU AMSTERDAM 

1Hl0·23:00 
AJD 

AS 

CT 

AJD 

r.rklay. Jur.:: 7 
JNU l)ISNl::Y WONDER 

06:45-1645 
.NU ,\MSTERDAM 

o~:00-22:00 
JNU AZAMARA OUl::ST 

10:00 ·2}:00 
JNU VOi ENDAM 

D:00·22:UU 

1fritlay. Juror. 14 
AJO JNIJ DISNEY WONDER 

AS lmu ~~r;.~~:~~ 
CT 

l'KL 

l~:00· Z2:00 

Frith1y. Juni,: 21 
r-KL IJNU DISNEY WONDER 

0645•1645 
AS JNU AMSTF.RDAM 

OS::00· 21:00 
CT JNt,' SEABOURN SOJOURN 

11:00-22:00 
AJD j JNU VOi F.NDAM 

13 :00· 22:00 

Fnd11y, Jnne 28 

AJD IJNTl DISNEY WONDER 06 4~ • 16 4S 
AS JNU ASUKA IJ 

O~:Oll· Ii 00 
tT JNU VOLENDAM 

lJ 00·22 00 
FKL JNU GRAND PRINCESS 

D :J0 ·22: IS 

r-riuay. July 5 
AS JNU DISNEY WONDER 

0600· IJ IS 
CT JNU R.ECiATTA 

0700•1f>(JO 

~ulurcfoy, JuJW II 

AJD I JNU NG SF.A LION ICT 06:00•23:00 
AS JN\J CARNIVAL LEGENn AS 

07:00•l!i(l(J 
FKL JNU lSLANl) PRINCESS FK.L 

llll:00·2100 
CT JNU SEVEN SEAS MARINER CT 

IN:UU•2):UO 
INU STAR LeCil.:ND AJD 

I! 0ll· .2.'.100 

Siiluuhy Jiinc 15 
AJU IJNU NG QUC:~T IVf' 

06:00·23:00 
Cf JNU C/\RN1Vi\L lf'GCND AS 

07:00· I~ 110 
JNU SEA90URN SOJOUR...\l J\Jl) 

U~:00·20:00 
JNU CORAL PRINCESS FKL 

m:1:00·21 OU 
JNlJ SEVEN Sl:'.AS MARINER CT 

Jfl:00·23:00 
JNU REG,\HA ACT 

11:UU• tQ:OU 

S,1lurday June22 

AJD I JNU NG sc, LION ICT 
(ffi 00-23:00 

FKL JNU CARNIVAL LEGEND AS 
07:otJ· 15:0IJ 

CT INU SILVER MUSE AJO 
07:0IJ•1701l 

AS JNU ISLAND PRINCESS FKL 
01\:0IJ•21UO 

JNU SEVEN SEAS MARINER CT 
09:00·2J 00 

JNU REGATTA ACT 
IJUIJ•!l:(MI 

Saturd~y June ?9 

AJD IJNU ~(jG~~f~i&J IVF' 

" IJNU CARNIVAL LEGEND AS 07 OU• 15 :00 
CT JNU CORAi.. PRINCESS FKL 

OS 00 ·21 00 
►-KL JNU S[Vl:'.N SEAS MARINl:'.R CT 

IU:00 ·23 :01.l 

(i11111rd~)' July 6 
AJD 1NU LE SOLEAL MD 

O<,M•ll 00 
FKL JNU NG SEA LION 1Cl' 

06:00•D:OU 
MD JNU SEVF.N SEAS MAR!NF.R AS JNU CARNIVAL LEGEND AS 

)0:00-23 00 07 00·15:00 
FKL JNU VOLENDAM CT JNU CRYSTAL SYMPHONY ACT 

13 :00·22:00 Oll:()()• lk:00 
JNU ISi AND PRINCESS FKl 

08:00·2100 
JNU Sil VER MUSE CT 

(Hl:]0•:?:?)fl 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 Page3o[6 

)::. 

~ 
"' a5· 
~ 
0 
-+. 
I\) 
a 
-4. 

~ 

(") 

2 en· 
CD 

g? 
"8" 
~ 
rn 
~ 
() 
CD 
5· 
(f) 

@" 
CQ 

~ 
~ 
)::. 
ar 
(/) 

@" 



E
X

C
.SG

Y
-000361

'"d 
~ 

(JQ 
~ 

Ut 
N 
0 
~ 

N 
00 
!.H 

00 
~ 
~ 
I 

N 
0 
0 
s= 
""C 
~ 
~ 
~ .... 
.a. .... 
0 ...., 
.a. 
N 
~ 

tr'l 

~ .... 
!:ti 
"'"' ~ 
C':l 

t 
CD ::s 
Q 
5<· 
(A) 

~ 
0:) 

Sum!.ay, July 7 
)NU NG VENTURE 

06:00-23:00 
n-.'U CORAL PRINCESS 

06:30· 17:(JU 

Munday, July~ 
lVF IJNU SF.AROURN SOJOURN 

07:00-23:00 
FKL JNU RUBY PRINCESS 

11:00-22:15 
JNU RADLANCE OF THE SEA A.IL) JNlJ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

!3:00·22:00 09:00- 21 :00 
1NU OVATION OF SEAS 

12:UU-21:00 
JNU AZAMARA QUEST 

IJ:30·2}00 

SunJ.i1y, July 14 
JNU ISLAND PRINCESS 

06:30· 17:00 
JNU MILLENNIUM 

09:00-2! uu 
JNU OVATIONOFSEAS 

12:00-21:00 
JNU SIL VER MUSF. 

12:00·23:00 

Sunday,July21 
J'MJ NGVTINTIJRE 

06:00-23:00 
/NU CORAl PRINCESS 

Ol',:30· 17:00 
JNU VJKJNG ORION 

OR:00· 17:00 

AS IJNU EUROnA M 
13:00-23:00 

CT JNU SOLSTICE 
13 30·22:00 

Munday, July 15 
FKL fNU RUBY PRINCESS 

11 00-22:15 
MU JNU NIEUW AMS I ERDAM 

13:00-22:00 
AS 1NU EURODAM 

13:00-23:00 
er JNU SOLSTICE 

13:30 • 22:00 

Munday July 22 
[VF I JNU SEABOURN SOJOURN 

OB:00-20:00 
FKL JNU RUBY PRINCESS 

l l:00-22:15 
CT IJNU NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

13 00-22:00 
INU RAOIANCEOFTHESEA AJO JNU EUROOAM 

09:00-21 OU 
JN1J OVATION OF SEAS 

12:00-21:00 

Sund11y,July2R 
INU ISLAND PRfNCESS 

0(,:)0· 17 00 
JNU MILLENNIUM 

o-J:00·21:00 
JNU SIL VER MUSE 

09:00- 23:00 
JNU OVATIONOFSEAS 

12:00-21:lMJ 
JNU GRAND PRINCESS 

13:30-22:00 

Suntby, Augu~l 4 
!NU NG VF.NTURE 

()(,;00-23:00 
JNU CORAL PRINCESS 

06:30·17:00 

1)00-2):00 
AS IJNU SOLSTICE 

13:30-22:00 

Monday, July 29 
FKL JNU RUBY PRINCESS 

1100-22:15 
AJU JNU REGA TT A 

13:00-21:00 
CT JNU NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

IJ:OO·Z2:00 
AS )NU EliRODAM 

13:00-23:00 
ACT JNU SOLSTICE 

13:30-22:00 

Mund:1y, Augu~t S 
CT INU RUBY PRINC"ESS 

11:00-Z:Z:15 
FKL JNU Nlf.UW AMSTCROAM 

13:00-22:00 
JNU RADIANCEOFTHESEA AID JNU EURODAM 

09:00 • 21 :OO IJ00-23:00 
JNU OVATION OF SEAS AS JNU SOLSTICE 

12:00-21:0II 13:30-22:00 

10:29 Friday, January 04, 2019 

,~.-'ib9 
ACT Jt,1j ~f~~t~:0 
FKL J!--1: NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:UU· 13:JO 
CT ,r.,.."lr MILLENNIUM 

07:U0-21:30 
AS ~,; ROYAL PRl'NCF.SS 

Ult:OU-2115 
AJD na: ST AR LEGENl> 

12:00 • 20:00 

~-KL 

1}.lJ OOSTERDAM 
13:00·21:00 

Jt-:U f8~'f PtN BLISS 

Tu,:s<lay. July !(5 

JNU NORWEGIAN JOY 
07:00· IJ:30 

Wi.:Jncs..\ay. July 10 
lCT JNU GOLnf.N PRINCESS 

06:30· 17:0U 
AID JNU VlKTNG ORION 

U8UO•l7:JU 
AS JNU (iRANI.) PRINCESS 

09:00·22:30 
FKL JNU NOORDAM 

IO:OU-22 -uu 
ACT JNU STAR PRJNCE'iS 

12:30·22: 15 
CT 

AID 

AJD 
Wc<lm:s<l.ty July 17 
,JNU ROYAL PRINCESS 

06:30·17:00 
CT JNU RADIANCF. OF THF. SEA AS )NU CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 

01:00-21:Ju 
AS JNU GOLDEN PRINCESS 

O!l:00-21:15 
AJO JNU oosrERIJAM 

ll:UU-2100 
.fl\U 1-,;0RWEGIAN BLISS 

14:)0-2):00 

'rucsdi,y, July 23 
ACT ,TNU NORWl:CilAN JOY 

07:00- IJ:jQ 
FKL JNU MILLl:NNIUM 

07:U0-2J::;o 
CT JNU ROYAL PRrNCESS 

08:00-21:15 
AS 'NU CXlSTERUAM 

IJ:00-21:00 
AJD JNU NORWEGIAN BLISS 

14:30-'.!3:00 

U7:CXJ·l8:00 
FKL INO AZAMARA QUC:ST 

09:00·23:00 
CT INU WF.STF.Rll,\M 

IU011•22:00 
AJD JNU ST AR f'R(NCESS 

12:)0•22:15 

Wi:tlnc~di,y July 2~ 
AJD I JNU GOLDEN PRJNCESS 

06:30• 17:00 
AS JNU AZAMARA QUES r 

09:00 ·22:30 
FKL JNU NOORDAM 

I0:00 ·22 00 
CT JNU STAR PRINCESS 

AID I 12:30•22: IS 

Tucsdny. July JO 1W.:tlnc:~tl.1y. July 31 
r-KL INU NORWEGIAN JOY Al□ JNU ROYAL PRINCESS 

01:00- 1no 06:J0· 17:on 
ACT JNU RAUJANC.EOf rHF.SEA AS IJNU sE.ABOURNSOJOURN 

07:00-21'30 07:00 · 17:00 
CT JNU VIK.ING ORION ACT JNU W[STERDAM 

0UMJ-17:JO 1000•22:00 
AS JNU GOLDEN PRINCESS FKL JNU S'fAR PRINCESS 

08:UU-21:IS 12:30·22:\S 
AJD J1'-l'U OOSTERDAM CT 

13:00-21 00 
JNU NORWEGIAN BLISS Al□ 

14:30·2J:UU 

TuL'OO.ly Aut,:u~l 6 ,W,doc.i,,. A"'"" 7 
fKL JNU NORWEGIAN JOY AID ,JNU GOLnF.N PRJNCESS 

07:00-1330 Oei 30· 17:00 
er JNU MILLENNIUM AS JNU NOORl>AM 

07:00-21:30 10:00• ?200 
AS j)\,'lJ ROYAL PRINCESS fKL JNU STAR PRINCESS 

08:00-21:15 :1 12:30•22: lS 
AJD JNU OOSTERUAM 

D:00-21:00 
JNU NORWEGIAN BLISS 

14 30-23:00 

Thu1si\;:iy. July 11 

FKL IJNU NORW£:'GIAN JEWEL 07:00•lj:15 
ACT JNU F.C.:LJrsE 

07 3'1·::!0:00 
Am JNU WESTER.llAM 

0..~:00 • 11!:00 
CT JNU AMSTERnAM 

1-1:00 ·23:00 
AS 

Thurs1.l:ly, July 18 
FKL JNLJ l:('LJPSE 

07:J0-20:00 
Am JNL.1 NOORDAM 

Utl:UO· IR:00 
ACT JNU NOkWEC,IAN JEWEL 

11 :00 ·21:00 
CT JNU GRANI) rRINCESS 

I) )U-22:oo 
AS 

'rhu1~tlay. July 25 

FKL IJNU NO.R\VF.GIAN JEWEL 0700· 13:1S 
AJU JNU F.CLIPSE 

Oi:JU-20:IJO 
CT JNU WESTER.DAM 

08·00-18:00 
AS JNU CARNIVAL LEGEND 

l~:IMI • 22:00 

Th11rW:1y, Anwu~l I 

FKL r~U ECLIPSE 07:30·:!0:00 
AJU JNU N()()Rl)AM 

OR:00 • 111:00 
CT JNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

11 :00 ·ll:OO 
AS JNU CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 

12:00 -21:00 

na....,,,_, 
FKL J:-:U i◊:.~1f{tN JEWEL 

CT JXU ECLll'SE 
Oi:30·10:00 

AS b."\J WF.STF.RDAM 
Ofl 00· 18:00 

~U GRAND l'RJNCESS 
flM :00·21:00 

Fl'lll.iy,July 12 
AJD mu l)ISNEY WONDER 

AS JNU REGATTA 

I 
06,00· 17'00 

11:00· l'l:00 
er .JNU VOLENDA M 

U:00·22:00 
FKT 

AS JNU NG SEA BIRD 
1,, ... ,., .. ,," 

06 U0·ZJ 00 
CT JNU AMS rJ'.:RDAM 

(I/': 00-22:00 
AJD JNli REGA TT A 

12:00·B:OO 
nu, JNU VOLENDAM 

l~:00-22:00 

Fri..fay,July26 

AJD IJNU DISNEY WONDER 06:45-16:45 
AS JNU srAR LEGENI> 

07:IJO·lS:UU 
lT JNU CRYSTALSYMPHONY 

0700·1900 
fKL JNU VQLF.Nl>AM 

D :00·22:00 

FriJuy. Aniu~t '.! 
AS JNU n!SNEY WOl'.DER 

CT JNU AMS rER.llAM 
OR:00·22:00 

I 
OG:45 ·1645 

A 10 JNU ST All LEGEND 
12:00-20:00 

fKL JNU VQI.ENDAM 
\J:00-2l:OO 

INtr AZ,\MARA QUEST n :,0-23 oo 

Ir...,,. ~., 
AJD NV l)ISX'F.\' ~~D[R. 

Ot,,(,i-•H~ 
AS l:,-U VOLENDAM 

D00·2:!00 
CT 

fKL I 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

Si11urday,July13 

Am IJNU NG our.:sr CT 06:00·23:00 
A.S JNU CARNIVAL LEGEND AS 

07:UO·IS(NJ 
CT /NU CORAL l'RINCl:SS FKL 

O!l:00·21 00 

S;1lur<l.1y July20 
rcr J~U LE SOLEAL Am 

06:00-18:00 
AS JNU NG SEA LION ICT 

U6 00·23 IMl 
AJO INU CARNIVAL LEGEND AS 

07:00-1500 
er JNU SEVEN SEAS MARINER 4.,.1 

Ul\011·1700 
JNU ISLAJ\'D PRINCESS fKL 

OR:00-21:00 
JNU SIL VER MUSE .,CT 

mi30-22:Ju 

Saturtl11y. July 27 

AJn IJNU NG QUEST AS 06:U0-23·0I) 
fKL JNU CORAL PRINCf:SS FKL 

llli:UU-21:00 
AS JNU SF.VEN SEAS MARll'\J::R CT 

11)·00-2300 
CT 

5;1hlrd.1y August 3 
A.II) JNU NG SEA LION IC'T 

06:00-23:00 
AS JNU CARNIVAL Lt.GENO A.<; 

07:0U· 1500 
ACT JNU LE SOLl:AL A.II> 

07:00-1800 
CT INU ISl.1\NI> PRINCE~S 1-'KL 

OM:UH-21 IM) 
FKL JNU SILVERMUSE ACT 

AJO 

CT 

OSJU-l2:30 
)NU SEVEN SEAS MARINER Cf 

O'l:U0-23:0U 

S~lurd~y. Augu~I JO 
1NU NG QUEST IVF 

UG 00·23 00 
JNU CARNIVAL LEGEND AS 

07 00-1~ 00 
n,,,11 VIKING ORION AJD 

Q:,i:00-17 00 
JNV CORAL PRINCESS FKL 

Ol!:00-21 00 
JNU SEVEN SEAS MARINER. CT 

10:00-2300 
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Sundlly, AU,!!USI. II 
JNU ISLAND PRINCESS 

06:J0-17:00 
JNU MILLENNIUM 

OQ:00-21:00 
JNU OVATION OF SEAS 

12:00-21:00 
JNU SILVERMUSE 

12:00-2]:00 

Suncby J\ugusi 18 
,INU NCiVENTURE 

06:00·2];01) 
JNU NG SEA BIRD 

06:00-23:00 
lNU CORAL PRrNCESS 

06:)0-17:00 
JNU GRJ\ND PRINCESS 

0R:00-21:30 

Munday, August 12 

FKL IJNU RUBY PRINCESS 11:00•22:IS 
AJD JNU NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

13:00•22:00 
AS INlJ EVRODAM 

IJ:00·2Hl0 
CT Th'U SOLSTICE 

13:30·22:00 

Montl.iy. Augttsl 19 
IVF JNU RUBY ;.RJNCESS 

11:0U-22:15 
ICT JNU NlEUW AMS rERDAM 

13:00•22:00 
FKL JNU EURODAM 

IJ:00·2J:OO 
Cr JNU SOLSTICE 

13:30-22:00 
JNU R.J\OrANCEOFTHESEA J\JO 

09:00-21:00 
JNU OVATION OF SEAS 

12:00-21:00 

Sun.Jay. Augu~t 2.5 
fNU ISLAND PRINCESS 

06:30-17:00 
JNU MILLENNIUM 

09:00-21 UO 
JNU OVATION OF SEAS 

12:00·21:00 
JNU SILVER MUSE 

12:00·23:IJU 

Sunday, Sq,tcmbcr I 
JNU NGVF.NTIJRE 

06:00-23:00 
JNU CORAL PRINCESS 

06:30· 17:0U 

AS 

Morxfoy, AU(IUSt 26 

FKL IJNU RUBY PRJNCESS 11:00-22:15 
AJl) JNU 'NIEUW AMS I ER DAM 

13.00•22:UO 
AS JNlJ EURODAM 

13:00-23:00 
CT JNU SOLS rlCE 

J]:)0-22:00 

Monday Scr,rcmbt:r 2 

CT IJNU RUBY PRINCESS 
1 !:00·22:JS 

fKL JNU NIEUW AMSTl::RDAM 
!3:00·22:00 

JNU kAl)JANCE OF THC SEA AID mu EURODAM 
09:00- 21 :OO 

JNU OVATIONOl'SEAS 
12:00 ·21:UU 

Sund~y. s .. 111mibcr B 
JNU ISLAND PRJNCESS 

06:30·17:(JO 
JNU OVATION OF SEAS 

12:00·21:00 
JNU Sil VER MUSE 

12:00·23:00 

13 00-23:00 
AS IJNU SOLSTICE 

13:l0 -22:00 

Mond.iy Scpl..:mbcr 9 

FKL IJNU RU8Y PRJNCESS 
11:00•22: IS 

A.S JNU NIEUW AMSTERDAM 
13:00 ·2:?:00 

CT JNU EURODAM 
13:00•2J:OO 

IJNU SOLSTICE 
13:30•22;00 

I 0:29 Friday, Januaiy 04, 2019 

FKL 
Tui:~d.ay, Augusl I:' 
JNU NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00-13:J0 

Wi;i!nc:Wll.y, August 14 
AJD (JNU ROYAL PRINCESS 

06:30-17:00 
CT IJNU RADIANCE Of THE SEA AS 

07:00-21:30 
AS JNU SEABOURN SOJOURN 

07:CI0-23:00 

/NU CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 
07 00· 111:00 

ACT IJNU WESl tRlJAM 
J0:00·21:00 

AJD J1'1li GOLDEN l'RJNCESS 
08:00·21 )5 

JNU OOSTERDAM 
IJ:00·2J ;OO 

JNlJ NORWEGIAN BLISS 
14:)0-13:00 

rui:s..!ay. Autiutl 20 
FKL INU NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00-13:30 
CT JNU MILLENNIUM 

07:00·21:30 
AS }NU ROYAL PKJNCESS 

08:00·21:IS 
AJO JNU oosrtoRll,\M 

13:00·21:00 
JNU !\'OR WEGIAN BLISS 

14:30-23:00 

FKL JNU ST AR PRrNCl:SS 
12:30-22:15 

CT 

AJD 

Wet!nc:w.1y. Aui,:u~I 21 
MO IJNU GOL DlcN PRJN\E.5S 06:]0- t 7:00 
AS JNU NOOR01\M 

10:00-22:00 
FKL JNU STAR l'LUNCE~~ 

!230-22:15 
CT 

AID 

'ruesd:1y, Augu~l 27 I Wci.lnt:~1fay, Aui;ust 2ti 
FKL JNU NORWEGIAN JOY AID JNU NG SEA AIRD 

07:CJ0-13:30 06:00·23:0U 
CT JNU RAUIANCEOF'THESEA AS JNU ROYALrRINCESS 

07:00-21:JO Ofd0-17:00 
AS JNU GOLDEN PRINCESS FK.L I mu SEABOURN SOJOURN 

08:00- 21: 1 S 0R:00- 20:00 
AJD JNU OOSTERDAM CT IJNU GR.ANLJ PRINCESS 

13:00·21 :00 (lfl ·U0-2I:00 
,1N1J NORWr;(ilAN BLISS AID JNU WESTERDAM 

14 30·23:00 10 00-22:00 

rueru;,y. Septo:mb~ 3 
FKL ln,.'U NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00-13 :30 
(."T JNU MILLENNIUM 

07:00-16 :U0 
AS JNU ROYAL t'R[NCESS 

08:00·11:1$ 
AJO JNU OOSTERUAM 

IJNU ~~':;~~~N BLISS 
14:30·23:00 

T11i:.~d;,y, Scptcmbcr 10 
FKL Jl'<-U 'NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00-13:30 
CT JNU GOLl)EN l'RJNCESS 

Oltll0·2l:J5 
AS JNU OOSTERDAM 

IJ:00-'.!1 :00 
A.JO JNU NORWEGIAN BLISS 

14:J0-2] :00 

JNU STAR PRINCESS 
12}0-22:)5 

Wc.Jrad.1y Scrtemb~r 4 

Am l.lNU GOLDEN PR.JNCESS 06:30·17:00 
AS JNU SEAROURN SOJOURN 

0R:00-12:00 
l"KL .JNU NOORDAM 

10:00-22:00 
CT JNU ST AR PRINCf.SS 

12:]U-22: 15 
AID 

Wwtll:sday Scplcnti..1 II 
AID IJNU ROYAL PRINCESS 

0(i:J0· 1700 
FKL JNU WESTERDAM 

IO:UO·J.2:110 
CT JNU STAR PRINCESS 

12:30-2215 
AJD 

l 

Thurtc.ki.y, All!,\tlSl 15 
FKL IJNU ECLIPSE 07:30-20:00 
AJD JNU NOORDAM 

08:00 • l~:l)(J 
CT JNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

11 :00 -21:00 
AS 

rhu,Way. AtJSlNI 22 
FKL IJNU NORWEGIAN Jl:WEL 

Oi:00·13:15 
CT JNU EClJPSF. 

07:30·20:00 
AS JNU WESTERDAM 

08 00· IH:00 

Thut~Juy, Augu~I 29 ,er Eu EcursE 0i:30·20:00 
FKL JNll NOORl>AM 

Ult:OO· l~:110 
ACT 'U CRYSTAL SYMJ'HONY 

0900-IS:OO 
AJD }NU NOR\VEGIAN JEWF.I. 

11UU·21:00 
AS 

CT 

fhur,;,,h1y, Scpkmher S 

FKL IJNU NOR\VEGli\N JI:WEL 07:CI0-13:15 
AJLJ JNU ECLIPSE 

0i:30-20:00 
t'T JNU WESTIRDAM 

0R:00· 111:00 
AS JNU CRYSTAi SYMPHONY 

13:fMl·ll:00 

Thur~d~y. Scplcmlx:r 11 
FKI. IJNU ECl IPSE 07:30-20:00 
CT JNU NOORDAM 

011:lKl·IK:OO 
AS JNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

11:00-21:00 
JNU CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 

13:00-22:UO 

Flil•y. Angu~ I(, 

AS IINU DISNEV WONDER 06:45· 16:45 
CT /NU AMSTERDA..\1 

08:00-22:0IJ 
AJD INll VOLENDAM 

JJ:00 - 22:00 

Fri..lny. AUjU<J. 2J 
AJD JNLi DISNEY WONDER 

I 
06:45· 16:~S 

AS JNU REGATTA 
11 01>·!8:UIJ 

CT JNU CRYSTAL SYMP[IONY 
12 :00 ·22:U0 

JNU VOi 1-;NDAM 
13:00-~2:UU 

Frid:1y, Augn~t 30 
AS I JNU DISNEY WONDER 

06:00-1315 
CT JNU AMSTERl>AM 

08:0U-22:00 
FKL JNU RF,GA TTA 

12:00-2):00 
AJD IJNU VOl.'F.NDAM 

l'.l:00-22:00 

Fril1y. Scplcn'lh,;r 6 
,m IJNu DISNEY WONDER 

06:45-16:45 
AS JNU S1AR Ll:GEND 

07:00-J.J. 00 
CT JNU VOLT!NTJAM 

JJ:00-2200 
FKI. JNU GRAND rRINCESS 

13:)U-22:30 

I 

I

Friuay. 5,;plcmbcr 13 
AS JNU DISNF.Y WUNDER 

0(,00·13 IS 
Cl JNU AMSTERDAM. 

OK 00·11 00 
I\JD JNU ISLAND PRINCESS 

11 :0() • !8 00 
!'KL JNU VOLENDAM 

JJ:00-22:00 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

Sal1lIW1y, Augu111 17 

AJIJ IJNU NG SF.A I.ION ICl' 
06:00·2) (10 

AS JNU STAR LEGEND ACT 
07:IJ0·ISIIU 

CT JNU CARNIVAL LEGEND AS 
07:00• 15:0(I 

JNU ISLAND PRINCESS FKI, 
O!IOO·Z\:00 

JNU Sil Vl:R MlJSE AJD 
0!1]0·22:30 

JNU SEVEN SEAS MARIKER CT 
09 00-23 00 

Snlu1<lay All~USI 24 
AJU IJ}.'U NG QU[ST !VF 

06:00·23:00 
AS JNU CARNIVAL LEGEI\D AS 

07:UU·ISU0 
FK.L JNU CORAL PRJXCESS FKL 

0f!:U0-2100 
CT JNU SF.VEN SEAS MARINl:R CT 

IO:IJU•2300 
JNU STARLEG.l!ND NO 

12:00·20:00 

6ntimlay Au~u.<t JI 
AJO JNU CARNIVAL LEGEND AS 

07 00· 15 00 
AS JNU ISi. AND l'RINCESS FKL 

fflt00•21:UU 
FKL JNU Sil VER MUSE AJD 

08:30-1230 
CT JNU Sf.VEN SEAS MARINER CT 

09:UIJ-:!3 00 

Saturday Septcn,bc,- 7 

AJD I INU CT)RI\L PRINCESS FK.L 
08 OO•Zl:00 

AS !NU SEVE1" SEAS MARl1"ER CT 
lO 00•13:0U 

CT 

FKL 

<:;:iturd~y. s .. 11t..:rnh,,:r 14 
AJD IJNU CARNIVAL-LEGEND FKL 

(1700·16:00 
AS JNU SEV!;N SEAS MARINER CT 

FKL 

CT 

1300•23:00 
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SunJay,Stplemb,:r 15 
JNU CORAL PRINCESS 

06:30· 17:00 
JNU OVATIONOFSEAS 

12:U0·21:00 

SunJ11y. Scpterttler 22 
JNU ROY AL rRINCE.<:;S 

09:00 • 22:00 

Sundiiy, September 29 

FKL 
Monday, s~ph:n\bt:r 16 
!NU RUBY PRINCESS 

11:00·22:15 

AS l,rNU tl~f~STERDAM 

JNU EURODAM 
13:00-23:00 

Monday. Sep1cmbcr 23 
FKL IJNU CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00· 16:00 
JNU NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

13:00•22:00 
JNlJ EUROOAM 

\J:00·22:00 
JNU NORWEGIAN JOY 

15:00•23:00 

Mund:1y, September 30 
JNU NORWF.GIAN JOY 

15 :00·23:00 

10:29 Friday, January 04, 2019 

TucS1.h1.y, Seph:mbt.:1 17 
FKL IJNU NORWl::CilAN JOY 

07:00· IJ :30 
CT JNU OOSTERDAM 

13:0(1-21:IJU 
Mi INU NOORDAM 

13:00·22:00 
JNU NORWEGIAN BLISS 

14:3U·2J:OO 

Tucsd"y S.:ptcmbe1 2'1 
FKL .rr,.11 OOSTERIJAM 

IJ:OU·Zl :00 
CT JNU WESTERDAM 

13:U0-:?2:UO 
AS JNU NOORDAM 

13:00-22:00 
/\JI) JNU NORWEGIAN BLISS 

14:3U-Z3:00 

iuc.~d.,y Oc111lxr 1 

AJ[) 1:~~l~r,!)~~t;;l~~~;S 
' 06:30-17:00 

CT ,!'NU ST AR LEGEND 
07:00·22:UU 

AS ,mu GRAND PRINCESS 
011:00-22:1.5 

AID INU STAR PRINCESS 
' 12:10-22:]0 

WcJr,u<lay S.:plcrnb,;, 25 
FKL I JNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

14:00·Z!OO 
AS 

CT 

/\Jll 

Wti.lnesday Octoh.:r 2 
AS IJNU SEABOURN SOJOURN CT 

07:00·23:00 
JNU NORWEGCAN JEWf:L 

14:00-21:00 
JNU WESTERDAM AS 

13:00-23:00 

Thuml~y. Scpkmbo:r 19 
FKI IJNU NORWEGIAN Jr.WEL 07:00-13:15 
AJD JNU SEABOURN SOJOURN 

07:00-23:00 
CT JNU ECLIPSE 

07:)11·20:00 
AS JNU WF.STERDAM 

03:00· 111:(JO 

fluirsJay, Scpkmb.:r 26 
CT 

Thuttd.l.y 01'11'bc1J 
CT 

AJD JNU CRYSTAl .. SYMPllONY AS 
IO;OU·23·00 l

frr.lay, Xph:mbc, 20 

CT JNU CORAL PRINCESS FKL 
12:00·22:15 

AS JNU VOLENDAM CT 
IJ :00·22:00 

FKL 

Fril.Liy, S.:plcmba 27 

Fticlny. 0..1r1b..-r 4 

Snlunhly, Si:p1embc1 :?I 
JNU SEVF.N SCAS MARINER CT 

11:00•20:00 

Salurtlny S\:f)tembcr 211 

S:uwil:r,, Cktobai ~ 

- .~ 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 Page6ot'6 
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Suntl11y, April :?JI 

Sun.Jay, M:iy 5 

Sunday. May 12 
SKG ISLAND PRINCESS 

07:00-20:30 

Swxby M:-oy 19 
SKG CORAL PRINCESS 

07:UU·20:J0 

Sund~y. May ZCi 

IMumlay, Ap1il 29 
SKG RUBY PRINCESS 

07:00-20:)0 

IMuntfay, May 6 

fl.foriday. May 13 
RRF ISKG SEVE~ SEAS MARI~ER 

07:00-15:00 
5KG ECLIPSE 

08:00 -21:00 

t-•fonday ~hy 2ll 
RRf ISKG MIL I.ENNIUM 

07:00·20:30 
SKG OVATIONOfSEAS 

07:00-20:30 
SKG SEVEN sr:AS MARINER 

119:00-18:00 

~~ M~y-:1 

r uesday. Ap1il '.IU 
RRI' SKG NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00·20:15 

ITuc~1y. fl.ofoy 7 
SKG NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:(l0•20:15 
SKG Nlt-:U\V AMSTERl)AM 

IJ7:UU·2l:UU 

r1u:sLiily. M:iy 14 
RRD ISKG RUBY PRINCESS 

06:)0-20:15 
RRI\ SKG SOLSTICE 

07:00•lf.OU 
SKG NIEU\V AMSTERDAM 

07:00-21:00 

Tuo.d.iy. M:1y 21 
RRF ISKG ROYAL PRINCESS 

05:3U·20:30 
RR.A SKG SOLSTICE 

07:00·!11:00 
BRO SKG RURY PRINCESS 

07:U0-20:15 
SKG NWUW AMSTERDAM 

07:00-2!00 

Tuesday. Mt1y 28 
SKG ISLAND PRINCESS 

07:00-20:30 
RRF ISJt;G OVAT!ONOfSEAS RRA 

07:00-20:]0 
SKG GOLl)F,N PRINCESS 

05:)0-20)0 
S):.O RADIANCE OF THE SEA R.R.f 

07:00·20:30 
SKG SOLSTfCl! 

07:00·IS00 

SurKlay,June2 
SKG CORAL PRINCESS 

07:00·20:30 
RRf 

'""""'h.,.-)- -
~.:c; ~Y(i)E_~f:MZABETH 
SKG MILLENNIUM 

07 00·20:JO 
Sit(; OVAllONOfSEAS 

07:00·20:)0 

SunJ.ay, Jun,: '.l Morxby. Jun~ 10 
SKG ISLANO PRINCESS RRF <;KG GRAND PRINCESS 

0S:J0·Z0:30 06:00·20:IS 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER ORE SKG OVATION OF SEAS 

07:00· 14:00 07 00·20:30 

SKG RURV PRINCESS 
07:00-20 15 

SKG NIC:UW AMSTERDAM 
07:00·21;00 

Tu,.:~y, June 4 

BRD ISKG RO.VAL PRlNCC;SS 05:30·20:J0 
RRF SKG SOLSTICE 

07·00-1!'>;01) 
RRA 5KG RUBY PRINCESS 

07:00·20:IS 
SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

07:00-21 00 

--~f~y~II 
ORD SKG f",(}U,)b.'t l"ltl}.~, 

npo • to.JQ. 
R.RA SKG SOLSTICE 

07:00· JS:00 
SKG AZAMARA QUEST RRA SKG RADIANCE OF 1 HE SEA RRF SKG RUBY PRJNCESS 

07:00-20:15 07:00-17 :00 07:00·20;)0 
SKG CRYSTAL SYMPHONY BRD 5KG VIKINGORJON 

07:00· JS 00 08 OO- lll:00 
ORE ISKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

07:00-21:01\ 

RRA 
IWt:<lnt;ft lay, Mo.y I 

RRA SKG NORWECilt\,N BUSS lw'""'"''' M,,,, 07:00-20:15 
RRF 

W,:Uni.,,~tlay, May 15 
RRF ISKG ROYAL PRINCESS 06:00·20:JO 
RRA SKG MILLtNNIUM 

117:00- 16:00 
BRD SKG NORWl!:GJ/\N BLISS 

07:00·20:15 

rhurs<luy, MHy ~ 
SKG CARNIVAL LEGEND 

Oi0ll·20:00 

!Th''""''· M,y 9 RR.A SKG CARNIVAL LEGENU 
07 00·2U:OO 

Thum.by May 16 

RRF IS KG WF.STERD/\M 0700-16:00 
ORE SKG ST.\R rRINCESS 

07:00- 17:00 
R.RA SKG NOORDAM 

0700-21:00 

Wednesday May 22 ThttNd:iy. M;iy 2..1 
RRF ISKG GOLDF.N PRINCESS BRD SKG Sl AR PRINCESS US 30·20:J0 07 OU· 17:UO 
RRA SKG RAIJIANCEOFTHESEA OkE ·SKG WESTl:RDAM 

07:00·1630 0i:OU-21 :00 
ORF, SKG NORWF.GIAN JOY RRA S..:G DISNEY WONDER 

117:U!J• 17:UU 0715·1'):45 
BRO SKG NORWEGIAN BLISS JUtf' 

07:00·20:tS 

\\1~t.,.)M,1y21l 

RRF ls KG AZAMARA ou1:s r Otdl0·16JO 
RKA '5KG ROYAL PRINCESS 

OCi:00·20 JO 
ORE SKG MILLF,NNIUM 

07:00· 1,, 00 
BRD SK(l NORWEGIAN BLISS 

07:00·20:)5 

Thursday May 30 
BRll lSKG STAR PRINCESS 0100-17:00 
Rl{f SKG NOORDAM 

0700-:?l·OO 
ORF. SKG DISNEY WONDER 

07:15•Jij:45 
RRA 5KG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

OR:00·18:00 

w~uy Jim.: s Thtndir) 1un.: 6 
RR~- 1SK(j f.}n~~:w~s. BRO SKG ~:f.~~~CESS 
RR.A SK.0 ilADIANCE OF THE SEA ORE SKG WESTFROAM 

07:fl0-16,J0 07:00·21:00 
ORE iu;n NORWEGIAN JOY RRA SKG l>ISNEY WONDER 

07:00 ·1 7110 07:15-19:45 
ARD I ~,:.(i NORWEGIAN BUSS RRF 

07:00-20 15 

~•nh,..;J.i)", JWlt: 12 
RRf ! $KG "ROYAL PRINCESS 

06:00·:!0J0 
RR.A SKO MILLENNIUM 

07:00· ](j 00 
ORE ~G NORWEGfAN BUSS 

07:00-20:15 
BRO 

11111,~~IJ 
IUlf ISKG !ITAJl PRINCESS 

0,UD•J7:00 
ORE SKG NOORDAM 

07:00-21 :00 
RRA SKG DISNt:'.Y WONDER 

07:15·1':l:45 

10:30 Friday, January 04, 2019 Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

RRF SKG s-rAR PRINCf.SS I""''· M,y J 07:00·20:J0 

I 

kRF l~~M~?G~~~0
rRJNCESS 

06:30·20:45 

1 
SKG GOI.DEN PRJNCF.SS 

07:00-20:30 

Friuay, May 17 
BRD SKG CARNIVAL LEGENl1 

07:00-20:00 
RRA 

RRf 

Ffnay. Mtl)' 24 

RR,\ ISKG OUEEN ELlZABEl'H 07:(10-JB:00 
llR.F SKG C'MtNJVAL LEGEND 

07:00-20:00 
ORE SKG NORWEGlANJl:WEL 

U8:U0-2il:UU 

Fri.Jay, May 31 
RRA SKG GRAND PRINCESS 

ObOO·:?.U:J0 
RRf ,SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

07:00-1700 
BRD SKG CARNIVA. I. LEGENI) 

0700-:!l·00 
ORE SKG VIK.ING ORION 

Ufl:OU· lt!:00 

FrtL1y,J11ni:7 
RRA SKG CAR.i\llVAL LEGEND 

07 00-21 00 
RRF SKG REGATT,\ 

08 00-16 00 

0Jll1 \SKG ~it°:u~fr~~N JEWEL 

fnl,,)·. hw. 1-l 
RRA SJ(c; NORWEGIAN JtWll 

! 
0700-liOO 

RRF SKG QUEEN EllZABHH 
07 00·20 00 

ORD SKG CAR..'llVAL LEGENIJ 
07 00-21 00 

ISJIWJLlwy Mty -I 
RRF SKG ISi AND PRlNCF.SS 

07:00·203U 

Sor11ri.by 'I~ · 11 
IUlf ~KO ('OIVtL n t!>-:<..-..SS. 

OJOQ·:Ol(t 
RRA SK(1 VOLENIMM 

07:00-21 uu 

$.}fflr-ib7M~IR 
RRF I SI{() U{~~]tJ.'S<"ES.'t 

Stl:C'I VOLENIMM 
07:00·:!I .UO 

l;;;,nnd:,y M:iy 25 

RRA 1~KG CORAL PRINCESS 
07:00·ZU]0 

RRf '6KG VOLENDAM 
07:00·21 00 

BRO 

:<~h1h\1r liar I 
RRA ISHU ISLANU PRINCESS 

07:0U-20 ~0 
ORE ,t.m VOLENDAM 

07 00·21 OU 
RRF 

BRD 

Si,twWJ. Jllrt\: II 
RRF I :n1r. ro.,,c ••1= 07·\'(V!O,lr(I 
RRA ~Q VOLENDAM 

0700·:!100 
BRO 

S:Stlillb)' Jlfflll" J5 
BRO I~<; ISLAKU p. RINCESS 

0700·20·30 
RRA SXQ VOLENDAM 

07 00-21 00 
RRF 

RRF 

RRA 

RRF 

RRA 

RRF 

RRA 

kRl' 

RRA 

JOU' 

RRA 

RRf 

RRA 

RRf 
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Sund»y, J\lfl~ lb 1Mond:.1y, June 17 
SKG CORAL PRlNCF..SS RRF SKG MILLENNIUM 

06:)0- 20:30 07:00 • 20:30 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARTNER RRA SKG OVATION OF SEAS 

01:uu- 11:00 01 oo - 20:Jo 

Tuc:stlay, Jun.; 111 
RRF ISKG ROYAL PRINCF..SS 

05:)0•20:]0 
RM SKG SOLSTJCF. 

07:llO·lll:OO 

SurKL,y. June: 2J 
SKG AMERJCAN CONSTELLA 

OS:00· 
SKG lSLAND PRINCESS 

OG:00·20:J0 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MAR[NER 

07:00-15:00 
SKG REGATTA 

07:00· 17:UU 

SunJay, June 30 
5KG CORAL PRINCESS 

06:)0-20:30 
SKG SEVEN SF..AS M/\RINF.R 

07:00·17:UO 
SKG VJKJNG ORION 

0S:00· IR:00 

Sunday July 7 
SKG ISL.AND PRINCESS 

06:00·20:30 
SKG SEVEN SEAS M.\.IUNER 

07:00· 17:00 
SKG SIL.VER MUSE 

US:00-17:00 

ISuntl~y . July 1-1 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

OS:00· 
SKG CORAL rRrNCESS 

06:J0-20:)0 
SKG CRYSTALSYMPJIONY 

10:00-20:00 

Sund.iy, July 21 

MunJny. JUI\C 24 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA -os:oo 

RRF 15KG QUEEN F.LIZABF.TH 
07:00-20:00 

FIRJ) SKG OVATION OF SEAS 
07:00-20:JO 

RRA SKG RADIANCEOFTHtSEA 
07:00-20:JO 

MuN.lay July I 

RRF ISKG MILLENNll.]M 07:00·20:)0 
RRA SKG OVAflONOFSEAS 

tJ7:00·2U:30 
BRD SKG SlLVER MUSE 

011:00· 17:30 
SKG AMF.RICAN CONSTELLA 

O!l:30·17:30 

Monday. July l\ 

R.RJ\ SKG OVA TlON OF SEAS 
07:00-20:30 

SKG RUBY PRl'.'>SCESS 
07:00 • 20: I 5 

SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 
07:00•21:0(J 

TuCSl.by JUI\C 25 
SKG GOLDl;N PRJNCESS 

05:30·20:JO 

BRO 15KG SOLSTICE 07:UO· IS:OO 
RRA SKG RUBY PRJNCESS 

07:00·20:15 
RRF 5KG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

UHIU·21:00 

Tuesdny, July 2 
RRF lsKG ROYAL r.R.rNcEss 

05:)0•20".\0 
RRA SKG SOI S fJCE 

07:00·18:UU 
ORE SKG RUBY PRINCESS 

07:(XJ·:?0:15 
SKG NIEU\V AMS rERl)AM 

07:U0·2J:0U 

'ruc.~a>\luly9 
BRD ISKG GOLl)EN PRINCF,SS 

05:J0·:W:30 
RR.A 5KG SOLSTICE 

07:00• 18:00 

RRF ISKG AZAMAR,\ QUEST 
U7,00· 17:00 

ORE SKG RADIANC'EOFTHESEA RRF 
07:UU-20:30 

SKG RUflV PRINCESS 
U7:00·:?0 15 

SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 
08:)0-17:30 

Monday, July 15 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTEL.L.A 

·OS:00 
RRF ISKG MILLENNIUM 

07:00-20:30 
RRA SKG OVA T!ON OF SEAS 

01:00-20::rn 
SKG SlLVERMUSC 

Ofl:00· 17:30 

M1.1nday, July 22 

::;KG Nll:UW AMSTl;RDAM 
07:00·21:00 

Tuesday. July 16 
SKG ROYt\L PRINCESS 

0S::'10•20:30 

RRF 16KG SOL::."TICE 07:-00·IS:OO 
RR/\ 6KG RUBY PRINCESS 

07:00·20:lS 
ORE SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

07:00-21 :00 

t.-c1, lu,"23 
SKG AMERJCAN CONSTELLA 

OS:OO· 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

·0S:00 SXG ~f'~iw_r:1:-.'tES:S 
SKG LE SOLEt\L 

06:00-19:00 
SKG ISLAND l'RJNCl:SS 

06:00·20 30 
SKG SIL VER MUSE 

011:00-1700 

SW1cby, July 28 
SKG CORAL PRINCESS 

06:30·20:)0 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARrNER 

07:00-17 00 

RRA l~~G SOLSTICE 
07:00-18 00 

RRA ISKG OVATION OF Sl:AS 
07:00 · 20:30 

RRF SKG RADIANCE OF THE SEA RRF 
07 00·20:)0 

~Q RUBY PRINCESS 
07:0U-20:15 

ORE 

Mumby, July 29 
RRF ISKG MILLENNIUM 

07:00-20:30 
RRA SKG OVATION OF SEAS 

07:00-20:30 
SKG SILVERMUSE 

08:00-17:J0 
:5KG VIKlNG ORJON 

08:00-18:00 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

08:30-17:30 

St=G NJEUW AMSTERDAM 
07:00·'.!1:00 

~ . l">JO 
RRf I~□ :soJo~~.r}~!:,~ 
RR.A Sk(I SOLSTICE 

07 00 • I ~:00 
ORE .!UW RUBY PRJNCESS 

07:00·20:15 
BRO S~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

07:00·21:00 

Wciliieilh1y, June 19 Thur<U.l~y, JutK" 2(1 
RRF SKG GOLDEN PRINCl:.S S BRD SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

0S:30·20:JU -0S:00 
RRA SKG RADIANCE OF THE SEA ORT: SKG GRAND PRJNCESS 

07:00- 16:JU 05:30 • 20:30 
ORE 'SKG NORWEGIAN JOY RRA SKG STAR PRINCESS 

f\7:00-17:(1(1 117:00·17:00 
BRD IS KG NORWEG[AS BUSS RRF SKG WESTERDAM 

07:ll0-20:15 07 00·21:00 
SKG AMER[CAt--1 CONSTELLA SKG DISNEY WONDER 

~ OR:()(l- 07, 15· 1_9:_45 
WeJ~iy, Junc:26 

RRF ISKG ROYAL PRINCESS 
06:00-10:JU 

RRA c;;KG MILLENNIUM 
U7 UIJ- !6:00 

ORE SKG NORWEGIAN HUSS 
0700-20:!S 

BRO 

fhnNlay.Junc '.!7 

... ISKG !-.IAR PRINCESS Ofi:]0·17:00 
ORE SKG AZ.AMARA QUEST 

U7·UO · 17:UO 
RR/\ SKCi NOORDA.M 

07 00·2!:00 
SKG DISNEY WON\lCR 

0715·19;45 

I
WcJm;~J:iy, July 3 rhurstlny, Juty 4 

RRF SKG GOLDEN PRINCESS BRO 1iKG STAR rRINCESS 
05:30·21.rJll 07:00· 17 00 

RRA ISKG RADIANCE OF THF. SF.A ORE 6KG WESTEIWI\M 
07:00· 16 JU 07:00-21:00 

ORE SKG NORWEGIAN JOY RR/\ SKG DISNEY WONDER 
07:00· 17 00 07:15-19:45 

BRD SKG NORWEGIAN BLISS RRF ~KG RF.:GA rl A 
07:U0-20 15 U'l:00- 111:,111 

WcJncicday July IO 
RRF SKG ROYAL PRINCESS 

06:00-20:30 

RRA ISKG MlLLENNlUM 07:00- IG:OO 
ORE SKG CRYSIALSVMPHONY 

0700· 16:30 
BIW SKG NORWEGIAN BLISS 

07:00-20: 15 

ihur..tlay. JIiiy I I 
RRF l'61-.'.G STAR PRlNCl:SS 

07:00· 17:00 
ORE SKG NOORDAM 

07:00·21:00 
BRU S1-.'.G VIKINGORJON 

08:00 • I ~:00 
RJlA 

WC(,Jncsd.::ay July 17 l'Thur~day July lli 
RRF SKG GOLDENPRINCl:.SS I.Ill> 'SKG Sft\RPRINC..:F.SS 

OS .\O· 20:Jo 07 00- 17:00 
RRA SKG RAl)IANCEOFTKESEA URE 5KG WESTERllAM 

0700·16:30 0700·21:DO 
ORE ISKG NORWEGJ,\N JOY RR!\ ISKG SEVF.N SEt\S MARlNF.R 

07:UO· 17 00 08 oo- 18:00 
BRD SKG NORWEGJANBLJSS RkF 

07:00·20:15 

\

WcW'll,;!l<lay, July 2-l 
RRF SKG ROYAL PRINC!;SS 

ur,:00-2030 
RRA SKG M!LLENNJUM 

0700-1600 
ORE ~KG NORWEGIAN BLISS 

07:00·.!0 IS 

BRD I 

Thur~JJy, July 25 

RRF 15KG ST AR PRINCESS 
0(,:J0-17:00 

ORE SKG AZAMARA QUEST 
07-<lO·l{,:00 

RRA 5KG NOORDAM 
07:00·21:00 

SKG nISNEY WONDER 
' 0715·1Q:4S 

w,~ lutJ' H ThurStby. AU!,!USt I 

RRf ISXCi ~11!.~MI~~~ BRD SKG ~1~-~'¥~CESS 
RRA SKG RADIANCEOFTHESEA ORE SKG REGATTt\ 

0700·10:J0 0700·1(\:0Q 
ORE SKG NORWEGJAN JOY RRA SKG WESTERl)AiVI: 

07 00-17:00 0700-21:00 
RRD SKG NORWEGIAN BLISS RRF SKG OISNEY WONDER 

07:00-20:15 07 JS·IQ;4S 

f rlkiy, Juni:: 21 
SKG CARNIVAL LEGE:,,.:l) 

07:011·21!Xl 
BRD SKG VIKING ORION 

UR:Ufl• HtOO 
RR.A 5KG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

I 
O!<:OO·W:00 

RRF 

ORI: 

FriJay. Juro.: 211 
RltA 16KG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

07:00· 17:00 
ORI: 5KG CRVS fAI. SYMl'HONV 

07:00· IQ oo 
RRl7 SKG CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00·2!:00 
FIRD 

Fri<l11y,JnlyS 

ORE l~KG SUN PRrNCESS U7:00·l030 
RRF SKG CARNIVAi. LEGENl) 

07:0U·21 00 
BRD SKG AMSTER.Dt\M 

0~:00· 17 00 
RRA SKG NORWEGIAN Jl:WEl 

U!l:0IJ•20 00 

FrWy. July 12 
RRA SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

07:IIU• 17 00 
J<RF ISKG CARNlVA. L LEGENl) 

07:00-21·00 
BRll SKG i\MSTERl>AM 

U!::00-11:00 

Fru.&y, July Jl,l 
RR1\ ISKG (iRANll PR INCESS 

0700-!0 30 
IUff SKG CAltN1VAL LEGEND 

07:00~21 00 
ORE SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

0~ 00-20 0() 

Friday. Joly 26 
RRA SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

07:00· 17 00 
ORE SKG CARNIVAL LEGF.Nn 

0700·21 00 
RRf 

BRD I 

Frllay. A1.1;,u'(1 2 
ORE SKG LE SOLl:AL 

Ofoi:IJ0·!'):00 
R.RA SKG CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 

07:00-ll\ 00 
RR.F SKG CARNIVAL LEGENO 

07:00-.!l:OO 
BRD SKG NORWF.GIAN JEWEL 

0~ 00· 20:00 

.__ 
L.. --

I 0:30 Friday, January 04, 2019 Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

s~1u1Ully, Jun~ 22 
RRF ISKG CORAL PRINCESS 

07:00-20:30 
RRA 5KG VOLF.NDAM 

07 :00 -21:00 
BRO 

S;1tur1.by June '.!':I 
BRI) ISKG lSL\NU PRINCESS 

06:00-2fl3U 
RR.'\ SKG GRANU PRINCESS 

Uli:30-2015 
RRF SKCi ASUKA II 

07:00-1700 
SKG VOLf NU.\M 

07:IIU-21 :00 

Sururtl:,y July(, 
RRA ISK(i CORAL l'RJNCESS 

07 00-20:J0 
RRF SKG VOLENUAM 

ORE 

BRO 

07 00<!.1:00 

Salurd:ty July 13 
BRO ISKG ISLAND PRINCESS 

07:00-20:30 
RRF SKG VOLENDAM 

07:00·21 OU 
RRA 

S~turJ;,y July 20 
RRA ISKG t:ORAL. PRINCESS 

07:00·!0.lll 
RkF SKG VOLENDAM 

07:00·21 00 
BRIJ SKG VIKING ORION 

1111 00· IM:OO 
SKG REGATTA 

011:00·22:(l(I 

Salunfay. July27 
BRO ISKG CRYSTAL SYMP!lO:-JY 

07 00-15:31) 
RRF SKG ISLt\ND rRINCESS 

07 00-20)() 
SKG VOLENOAM 

07:00-21 00 

s~1unfay, Au~u...t ) 
ORE ISKG CORAL f>Rl~CES!. 

07:00-2030 
RRA SKG VOLENDAM 

07:00·2100 
RRf SKG AZA.MARA QUEST 

07:J0-17 UO 
BRO 

__.__ 

RRA 

RRF 

RRA 

RRI) 

ORI: 

RRF 

RRA 

RRF 

RRA 

RRF 

RRA 

RRf 

ORE 

BR!) 

BRD 

RRA 

RRF 

RRF 

BRD 

RRA 
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Sunw.ly, AU!JUSL 4 
SKG LE SOLEAL 

06:00-19:00 

Mon1foy, Aui:tu~t 5 Tuc:f<lay, Au~usl b 
RRA l'iKG GOLDEN PRINCESS 

05:30-20:30 
SKG ISLAND PRINCESS 

06:00-20:?,l) 

RRD ISKG OVATION OF SF.AS 
07:00-20:30 

RRF SKG RAOJANCEOFTHESEA R.R.F 
07:U0-20:30 

SKG SOLSTfCE 
07:IIO· IA:OO 

Wci..l11t.•itli1y, AUt:LISI 7 
RRF ISKG ROYAL PRINCESS 

06:00-20:30 
RR/\ SKG MILLENNIUM 

07:U0- !6:00 

Thu1sdiy, Aui;usl K 
RRF ISKCi STAR PRINCESS 

Qi 00-17:00 
ORE SKG NOORDAM 

011141·21:00 
5KG SEVEN SEAS MARrNER 

07:00-15:00 
SKG Sil VER MUSE 

OS:00-17:00 

Sunday August II 
SKG AMERlCAN CONSTELLA 

05:00-
SKG CORAL PRINCESS 

06:JU-20:10 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MAXfNER 

07:00-17:00 

SunJny. AUill'\C )R 

SKG AMERICAN CONSTILLA 
OS:OO-

SKG ISLAND PRINCESS 
O(,:)U-20:30 

SKG SEVEN SEAS MARfNER 
07:0D-15:00 

SKG SILVER MUSE 
06:tltl-17:(MJ 

Sund:>y. August 25 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTEllA 

05:00-
SKC CORAL PRrNCESS 

06:30-20:JO 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

07:00-17:00 

f;und.,y. Scplernbcr I 

RRA SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 
O:U0-17:30 

ORF. 

lvfonday AUIJll~I 12 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

·05:00 
RRF ISKG MILLENNIUM 

ll7 :00•2U:)0 
RRA JiKG OVATIONOFSEAS 

07:00-20:)0 
SKG S11 VF.R MUSE 

OIIOU•l7:3U 

Mullliuy Auguirt 19 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

-us 00 
RRF I SXG GRANO PRINCESS 

07:00-20:IS 
llA SKG OVA Tl()N OF Sl:AS 

07:00-20:30 
ORE SKG RA01ANCE OF THE SEA 

07:00-21):)0 

Monday Augusl 26 
St.:G AMERICANCONSlELLA 

·OS:00 
1W' ISKG MILLENNIUM 

07:00-20:JO 
RRA SKG OVATIQNOFSEAS 

07:00·2lJ:JU 
SKG SIL VER MUSE 

08:00- 17:30 

Moncl.ly, Septc-mlx:r 2 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

0.5:0D-
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

•0.5:00 
SKG ISLAND PRJNCESS 

Q(,:J0-'.!030 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER. 

07:00- 15:00 
SKG SllVEkMUSE 

Ot!:00-17:00 

RKF ISKG OVATION OF SEAS 
070D-20:)0 

RRA SK.G RADlANCEOFTHESF.A 
07:D0•20:30 

ORE 

Sunday, Scplt:mbt:r S - --- Munday, Scr,11;~ 

SKG RUBY PRJNCESS 
07:00·20:IS 

SKG NlEUW AMSTERDAM 
U7:UU·21:00 

r'ucs1.h1y, Augu~l 13 
SKG ROYAl PlHNCESS 

OS:J0-20:JO 
RRF ISKG SOLSTICE; 

07:00- 18:00 
RR.I\ SKG RUBY PRINCESS 

07:00-20:IS 
ORE SKG NlEUW AMSTERDAM 

07:00-21:00 

Tuc~dny, Augu11 20 
SKG CiOLn[:N PRJKCESS 

05:J0-20 JO 
BRD ISKG SOLSTICE 

07:00-16.0tl 
RRA SKG RURY PRINCESS 

07:00-20:15 
RRF SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

07:ll0·2l :UO 

Tuesday Au!!u~I 27 
SKG ROYAL PRINCESS 

OS:J0-!0:)0 

"" ISKG SOLSTICE 07:00 • I ~:00 
RRA SKG RURY PRINCESS 

07:UU·!O .IS 
ORE SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

07:00-21:00 

TIIC!'l!,j , Sq,u:mhcr 3 
SKG 0()4 ,1.~Pltl~F~ 

uuu~roJll 
RJ<A ISKG SOLSTICE 

07:00- I ~:00 
RRF SKG RUBY PRINCl~SS 

07;00-20:1.5 
SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

07:00-21:00 

ORE SKG NORWEGIAN BLISS 
0700·21'1:lS 

BRD 

llRA SKCi DISNEY WONUER 
07 15- 19;45 

WcUnc~<li.iy A111_1:u,;t 14 Th111~,J11y, An~u~I 15 
llRf ISKG GOLDENPRJNCESS HRD SKG STARl'RlNCE:-S 

05:30·20:JO 06:J0-17:00 
RRA SKG RMllANCl::OFTHESEA ORE SKG WFSTERDAM 

' 07:00-16:)0 07:U0-21:00 
ORE ISKG NORWEGIAN JOY RRA SKG DISNEY WONDER 

07:00-17:00 07:1S • 19:4S 
RRI) SKG NORWEGIAN RUSS RRF SKG RF,GArfA 

0700-20:15 01100-16:00 

W,;:,JncsUny. Augu<.l 21 
RRF l '.iiKG ROYAL rRJNccss 06:0U-2030 
RRI\ SKG MILLENNIUM 

07:00- H,:00 
ORt; SKG NORWEGIAN BUSS 

07:00-211 IS 
ARI) 

Th111<.1fay. Angus1 22 

llRF ISKG STAR PRINCESS 07:00· 17:INJ 
ORE SKV NOORDAM 

07:CJO-Zl:UO 
RRA SKG DISNEY WOND'ER 

OilS-19:45 

WL-JIJl:llday, Augu~1 2li Thur..d:iy, Augail 19 
RRF ISKG GOLDl:N PRINCESS BRl> St.:G GR.ANO PRINCESS 

US 30- 20:30 OS JU - ZO:JO 
RRA SKG RADIANCC:OFTHESEA ORE SKC, STARrRJ~CESS 

07 uo- 16:30 07 oo- 17:00 
ORE SKG NORWEGIAN JOY RRA SKG WESTERIJAM 

07,UU- 17 :00 07:00·21:UO 
BRO SKG NORWEGJAN BLISS Rftf SKG DISNEY WONDER 

07:00-20: 15 07:15-19:45 

W~·S,cp,rmbtrlf 
RRF SK.0 ROYAL PRINCESS 

I 06:30-20:30 
RRA SKG NORWEC[AN BUSS 

07:00-20:IS 
ORE 

BRO 

Thuro;d~y. Scplcmhcr S 
RRF 15KG STAR PRINCESS 

07:U0-17:00 
RRA SKG NOORDAM 

0700-21:00 
fjKG DISNEY WONDER 

07 15-19:45 

~~day, Scp1cmbc1' 10 WcWX:~day, S,:plcmb~r 1 J 
SKC AMERlCANCONSTELLA SKG AMERIC'ANCONSTELLA SKG ROYALPRl'NCESS RRf' SKG GOLDENPRJNCESS 

fhutstlay. Scpkmbcr 12 
BR!J lfiKG STAR PRINCL:SS 

Oi00-17:fM.l 0.5:00- -0.5:00 
SKG CORAL PRTNCESS RRF SKG OVATION OF SEAS 

0(,:J0-20:30 07:00-20:30 
!iKC SEVEN SEAS MARINER RRA SKG SIL VER MUSE 

07:00-17:00 ml 00-17:30 

Sunday. Scplcmbcr 15 IMonJay, Scplcmbcr 16 
SKC SEVENSEASMAR{NER RRA SKG OVATIONOFSEAS 

07:00-14:00 07:00•20:30 

05:30-20:30 06:00·W)ll 
RJ<A ISKG SOI STICE RR.A SKG NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00· l/:i:OO 07:00-17:00 
ORE SKG RUBY PRl~CESS ORE SKG NORWEGlAN BUSS 

07:00·20:15 07:00·:!0 15 
SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM BRD 

07:00-21:00 

Tuc~d..iy, S1:ptcn1bc1 17 __ _ We:tlm:sday, Scpl~nlb.:1 I~ 
SKG NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00· 17 00 
RRA SKG GOLLJEN PRINCESS RRF 

OfdJ0-2030 
SKG RURY PRJNCESS 

07:00-20 15 
SKG NIEUW AMSfERUAM 

07:00-21:00 

RR.A ISKG ~?:.~~~l~N Bl ISS 

BRO SKG NOORDAM 
07:00-:!:I.OO 

I 

RRA SKG WESTERDAM 
07:00-21:00 

RRf SKG l)JSNEY WONl>ER 
fl7:IS-19:45 

T!,r,i,i "'"'.,. T, 
RRA ISKO STAlt rRINC"BS 

000-11.00 
RRF 

BR!J 

Fritl.1y, Aui;ust 9 
RRA SKG VIKINGORlON 

06:00· IK:00 
RRF SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

07:tl0-!7:()(J 
ORE I SKG <iR.ANl> PRlNCESS 

07:00·20:)0 
SKG CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00-21:00 

FrM..111y. 1\\18,U~t 16 
ORF. SKti CARN LVAL lECiF.NIJ 

07:00-21:00 
RRF SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

06:0U·lU:OU 
Billi 

RRA 

RRA ~KG NORWE(.JANJEWl:L 
07:00·l7 00 l

friJay, Aui;u,t23 

RRF JiKG CARNIVAL LEGEND 
07UU-21UO 

ORE 

Friduy, Au~u..t 30 
BRO ISKG CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00-Zl:OO 
RkA SKG C'RYSTAL SYMPIIONY 

0~:00· Hl:UlJ 
RRF SKG NORWF.GIAN JEWEL 

O~:UU-20:Utl 
ORE 

RRA 1~~.N~r=A~ JEWl'L 
07:00-17:00 

KRF ISKG CARNfVAL LEGEND 
07:00-21 00 

ORI: SKG CRYSTA~" SYMPHONY 
OH:OO·l'J·IJO 

Frlll:ly, S~plcmbcr I) 

RRA lsKa CARJ'.JIVAL u::Gt.:ND 
07;00·!1 00 

RRF SKG CRYSTAL SYMPHON't 
OB:00-19 00 

ORE SKG NORWHi lAN JEWl.:L 
OJ.::On-W:00 

FD.Uy, ~.,,tll-' 20 
RRf ISKG NORWEGIAN JEWl:L 

07 00· Ii 00 

SJ1mWy. Aui;u,1 10 
BRD l'iKG ISi.ANO PRINCESS 

07:00-20:30 
ORE SKG VOLf:ND1\M 

07:IJIJ-2100 
RRA 

RRf 

5atur,Jay Aui,ust 17 
RRF If.KG CORAL PRJNCESS 

07 00-20:30 
BRD SKG VOLf'Nll!\M 

07:00•21:IMI 

Saturdny. AUJ,,'U11 24 
HRD ISKG CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 

U7 UU·IB:0(1 
RRF SXG ISi.AKO PRINCESS 

tl7:00-20:)0 
SKG VOL'END,\M 

07 00·21:00 

S..wrU.ty, AttgWI JI 
RRf ISKG t""ORAL PRI NCESS ()1;011·?0 )U 

RRA SKG VOLENUAM 
07:IJ0•2100 

RRD SKG REGAlTA 
011:110•~2 OU 

BRll SKG GRAND PR1NCFSS 

1

,,,.,, .. ,_ Sc, .. -, 

06:U0-20:1S 
RRF SKG ISL,\Nll .. RINCESS 

0700-2030 
RRA SKG VOLENll,\M 

U7tl0•210tl 

Satu1day. S..:pt,:mbcr 1-1 
RRF ISKG CORAL PRINCESS 

07 00•!0:]U 
RRA SKG VOLENO,\M 

07 00-21 00 
BRD 

Sulur,Juy. Scr,1.:mbc1 21 

DAU l~KG ~?Ct1S:~iNCESS 

':)KG VOJ.J:ND,\M 
07 00•21 00 

-- .._ 

RRA 

R.Rf 

l<RA 

RRF 

RRO 

RRA 

R.Rf 

RRA 

ltRJ' 

RRI) 

,nm 
RJ<A 

RRF 

RRA 

R.Rf 

RRA 

RRF 
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Sunday, Sq>lcmbcr 22 IMontley, September 2~ 
SKG CARNIVAL LEGEND RRF SKG ROYAL PRINCESS 

07:00-20:00 07:00-20:30 

SllOU.'ly, Sc.plcmber 29 I Mon<l:iy, Scptwibcr ~0 

I 0:30 Friday, January 04, 2019 

ITueiday, S,;;ph:mbcr 24 Wcilnc:$Ull.y, S,;i,lcmbei 25 r hursthy, Si:ph:mbi:r 26 
RRA SKG NORWEGIANJOY RRA ISKG ~P&i~fRitN BLISS RRA SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL BRO 07:00-20:15 07:00-20:15 

SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM BRO SKG WESTERDAM BRD 
07:00-21:00 07:0U - 21 :OO 

SKG NOORllAM RRf 
07:(I0-2 1:00 

1;~()~~;A~ JOY RRA 1Wc,Jrie,,J.1y. October 2 ~--G NORWEGIAN JEWEL bf<J) 
01:00·20:15 07:00·20:IS 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

Friluy,Seph,:mlxr27 l,alun.lay, Scpkn'bc:1 :?R 

IFrJ,y. O..wbn- 4 S:itmd:iy, o~tobcr S 
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10:30 Friday, January 04, 2019 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska 

Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 
FOR PORT(S) = KTN 
AND SHIP(S) = ALL 

AND VOYAGES= ALL 
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Sund.ty, April 21 Munday, Ap1il 22 

sunuay. Ap,il 2s l~omky, Apnl 29 

SunJay, May 5 Monday. M:ty 6 
KTN ISLAND rR!NCESS 

09:30·17:4S 

Sun.J.-,y, lvfoy 12 MollW\y, !\.fay 13 
KTN CARNJVAL LEGEND KTN ROYAl PRINCESS 

07:00-1300 OG:J0-15:15 
K rN MILLENNIUM 2 KTN NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00·15:UO 07:00-15:00 
KTN SOLSTICE 3 KTN CORAL PRINCESS 

07:00-16:00 09:00-17:45 
K rN GRANU PRINCESS AN3 KTN V01.EN1)AM 

O!l:OO·IS:00 111:00-1!1:00 
KTN GOLDEN PRINCES$ 4 

09:00· l"l:45 

Sunday, ).,fay 19 Mond1y. Mly 20 
f(.TN RADIANCE OF THI: SEA 4 KTN GOtDF.N l'RINCESS 

06:00-16:00 06:)0-15:15 
)<TN CARNlVAL LEGEND I KTN NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00-13:00 07:00• JS:OO 
KTN SOLSTlCF.: 3 KTN !SL,\ND PRJNCESS 

07:00-16:00 09:30-17:4:i 
KTN VOLENUAM 

!U:OO·JR:00 

10:30 Friday, January 04, 2019 

iucllday, April 23 Wt.'.tlnt::.Jay, Apiil 24 Thu1~ay, Ap1i1 25 

I 
(T"'1d,y April 3ft IWct1nesJ.1y, May I lrhw~ .. Y May 2 

KTN ST AR PRfNCESS KTN NORWEGIAN JOY 
07;00· 160U 07:00·13:00 

Tue'id.:iy, May 7 Wcdm:l:Uay Mi1y S Thur'lllily. May 9 
2 KlN NORWl:GIAN JOY 

07:00-13:00 
KTN EURODI\M 

tl7:00·IHJO 
KTN NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

10:00-18:00 

T~ay. ~fay 14 Wednesday. May 15 Ttmr$U:iy, M;,y 16 • KTN ST AR PRINCI!SS ' KTN EURODAM 
06:30-1.5:00 0700-13:00 

l KTN NOORflAM 2 KTN RURY PRINCESS 
07:00· IS:00 O"l:00-13:15 

I KTN SEVEN SEAS MARJNF:R. I KTN CiOLDEN PR.rNCES~ 13:00- IR:OO 08:00- 17:00 
KTN NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

I0:(1(1·11(:00 

Tu..,,Wy, May 21 I w,,~.i.,, . .,,, 22 Thur~y. May 23 
J KTN STAR PRJNCESS J KTN NOR WEGl,\t,; JEWEL KTN EUR.ODAM 

06:JO·IS:OO 0700-Hi:OO 07 00-13:CJO 
l X.TN WESTERDAM 2 KTN MILLENNIUM l KTN RUBY PRJNCESS 

07:00-15 00 09 00· IK:00 07 00-13:15 
I KTN GRAND PRINCESS ' KTN ROYAi. PRINCESS 

IJ. 00-20:00 1000·[~:00 
KTN NIC:UW AMSTERDAM 

10 00· IR:00 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

'.b 
:::0 

l'c,Sy. Ap,;J !C, Sa1urtl11y, April 27 CD 
KTN Rl/BY PRINCl:::SS "' 07:00-16:00 -. CD 

~ 
0 -I\) 
C) 

Fra4y. M:1y3 ralurJ.,y M:1y ~ I I 
-.I. 

' I KTN CARNIVAL LEGEND 2 co OR:00•1700 

0 
2 en· 
CD 
(/) 

FridH)'. Mt1y 10 f,;ilurday Muy 11 ::i-• KTN NORWEGIANHLISS J KTN ECLIPSF. 1 -o· 06:00· I] 00 07 OO·HiOO 
I KTN 00S rf.RDAM I 

07:00·IJOO 

1J ' KTN MM.'-DAM , 
lf):00· 1800 

r TN W,SfERUAM • ci3 10:00·l!MJO 

(/) 
CD 
::i 
C) 

Friooy, May 17 SatmJ.,y May Ill CD I KTN NORWE(i]AN BUSS ' KTN SEVEN SEAS MARINER I 
Ot'\ :00-13:00 07:00-1600 -· . J<TN CORAL PRINCESS • K rN NORWF:GIAN JEWEL ::i Oo:00·15:UO 011:U0·180U , kTN OOSTERDAM I 
07:00·JJ 00 CJ) l KTN Wf.SIEROAM 
12:00·!0:00 @ 

CQ 
~ 

frlby , M;,y 24 S:1lurday. May 25 

~ I KTN NORWEGIAN BLISS l KTN OISNEY WONDF.R I 06:00-1) 00 II 00-19:45 
J r TN OOSTERDAM I 

07 :00-13:00 '.b . KTN V!KrNG ~RION 
OR:00-14·00 

fil" I KTN NOORDAM • 11:00-19:00 
(/) )(TN ECU!'SE l 

14:00-20·:rn @ 
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SW!Uoy, M:i.y 26 
KTN CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00·13:00 
KTN MILLENNIUM 

07;00· 15:00 
KTN SOLSTICE. 

07:00-16:00 

Sund.ly. Juoc 2 
JCTN RAOJA..'\ICEOFTHE SEA 4 

06:0U-16:00 
KTN CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:UU· 13:00 
KTN ~OLSTrCE 

D7:00· 16:00 

Sund~~. June Q 

K.TN CARNIVAL LEGF.'ND 
0Hl0-13:00 

K rN MILLENNIUM 
07:00- IS:OO 

KTN SOLSTICE 
OHl0-16:00 

KTN SEABOURN SOJOURN .1, 
08:00-23:00 

Sun(J.iy. June 16 
kTN RADIANCE OF THE SF.A 4 

0(,:00· 16 00 
KTN CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00· U:00 
KTN AZAMARA QUEST AN) 

07:00-1):00 
KTN SOl SllCE 

07:00 · 16:00 
,<.TN REGATTA 

13:flfl·12 00 

Su~y. Junc 23 
KTN STAR LEGEND .4 

Cki:00-1)00 
KTN CARNlVAL LEGEND 

07:CIO-l.l0U 
KTN MILLENNIUM 

07:00-1S 00 
KTN SOLSTICE 

07:00· 16:UU 

Monday, May 27 
KTN R°' AL PRINCESS 

06:jQ•JS:IS 
KTN NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:llO·lS:OO 
KT N REGATTA 

0Hl0·17:00 
KTN CORAl PRrNCESS 

JUUU-17:45 
~TN VOLENUAM 

10 :00 · 111:00 

Mumby. Juoe J 
i<TN GOLDEN t'RINCESS 

06:)0•15:IS 
KTN NORWEGIAN JOY 

0HIO·JS:00 
KTN SJLVERMUSE 
' 0S:00 • 11!:UO 
KTN ISLAND PRINCESS 

U'l 30· 17:45 
KTN VOLENDAM 

IUOO·IS:00 

Monday. Jun, 10 
KTN ROYAL PRINCESS 

06:)0 • IS:15 
KTN NORWEGIAN JOV 

07:00• IS:OO 

AN< 

rucstl:ay, M,1y 21! 
KTN STAR PRINCESS 

06:00-15 :00 
KTN NOORDA~l 

07:U0-15:UU 
KTN SEVEN SEAS MARJNER I 

07:00-16:00 
KTN OUEfN ELIZABETH 

011:00· 1~:00 
KTN VIKING ORION AN) 

10:00· 17:00 

Tw:StLl}' June 4 
KTN ST AR PRINCESS 

06:J0· 1S:OO 
KTN WESTERDAM 

U7:UU·l5:UU 
AN4 IKTN SEABOURN SOJOURN I 

UB:00-21:UO 

To~~ay June 11 
KIN STAR PRJNCESS 

06:]0· IS:OO 
KTN NOORl>AM 

07:UO·IS:OO 
KTN CORAL PRJNCESS AN4 KTN CRYSTAL SYMPHONY I 

10:00-17:4S 08:00- I ~:00 
KTN VO!,F.NDAM 

IOOO·lA:00 
KTN SEVEN SEAS MARINER 1 

11:00• IS:OO 

Momfoy June 17 
KTN GOLDEN PRINCESS 

or.J0·IS:IS 
KfN NORWEGIANJOV 

07:00-15:00 
KTN ISLANU PRJNCESS 

OQ:)0·17:45 
Kl'N VIKING ORION 

I0:00•17:00 
KTN VOLENDAM 

10:00 · l~:OO 

Mond.iy, Jur-: 14 
KTN NG SEA RIRD 

06:00· 11:tOO 
KTN ROYAL PRlNCl.:SS 

06 :I0 •IS:IS 
KTN NORWF.GIAN JOY 

07 00· 15:00 
KTN CORAL PRJNCESS 

10:00 -1"1:45 
KTN VOLENDAM 

10:00- 18:00 

AN4 

ru=:iay Junc:18 
KTN fiRAND PkJNCESS 

06:00-14 :00 
KTN STAR J"RINCCSS 

06:30· IS:OO 
KIN WESTERDAM 

07:00-15:00 

Tui.::CO~y Juni.: 25 
BH IX:.TN STAR PRINCESS 

06:JCt· 1500 
KTN NOORDAM 

07:00-J!i:OO 
KTN ASUKA II 

0~:00-17 :00 
AN4 

KTN SEVEN SEAS MARINER I 
12:00-21:00 

WCU!1~Stlay, May 29 
KTN GRAND PRINCF.SS 

06:30·]4:00 
KTN RADIANCl::OFTHESEA 3 

09:UU· 111:U(,) 

Wcd'le'Sday, Jum: S 
KTN NORWEGIAN Jl:.WL:L 

07:00· 16:00 
l(TN AMSTF.RIJAM 

08 OU· 17:00 
KTN MILLENNIUM 

09:00· 18 00 
KTN srAR LEGENU 

14:UU-2200 

Wtdnc~ay. June IZ 
KTN QUEEN ELIZARETII 

07:00-16:00 
KTN RADIANCE OF THE Sl-:A 3 

W:00-18:00 

WcJnc~,y Juru: 19 
KTN NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

07:00-16 00 
K fN S11,VER MUSE 

08:00-17:00 
KTN AMSTERDAM 

0R:00-17:00 
KTN Mil LENNIUM 

119:00·18:00 

Wccl111,,."lday,Junc26 
KTN RADIANCE OF THE SEA 2 

09 00-18 00 
KTN REfiATTA 

1000-:w oo 

Thu1!>1fay, Muy )0 
KTN l::URODAM 

07 00-13:00 
KTN RUBY PRINCESS 

07UU·l3:15 
KTN GOLDEN t'R(NCCSS 

I0:Oll·l7:45 
KTN NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

11:00•lQ:0(1 

Thursday. June 6 
KTN l:URODAM 

U7U0·13:00 
K·r;,,. RURY PRINCESS 

0700·13:1S 
KTN AZ.AMARA QUl::ST AN3 

07:J0-15:00 
KTN ROYAL PRINCESS 

10:UO· l!tllll 
KTN NIEUW AMSTERDAM 2 

11 :00 -19:00 

Thurs1fay, June 13 
KTN I:URODAM 

07 00· 1]:00 
KTN RURY PRli-.CESS 

07:UO·IJ: IS 
KTN VIKJNGORION ANJ 

08 00· 14:00 
KTN GOLDEN PRlNC~SS 

1UUO·l7:4S 
KTN NIE!;W AMSTERDAM 3 

IIUU·JCl:00 

fhurs1fay. Jnl"l! ::w 
!(TN F.URODAM 

0700-JJ:OO 
kTN RURY PRINCESS 

07:CIO·IJ:1S 
l(.TN ROYAL PlilllCESS 

10 00-1~:00 
kTN NIEUW AMS fERDAM 

11 :fl0 ·19:00 

Thur,;dny J~17 
,<.TN EURODAM 

07 00 · 13:00 
KTN RUBY PRINCESS 

07:00-JJ:15 

Fritluy, May JI 

I
KTN NORWFG.,IAN BUSS 

06:00-13·00 
KTN CORAL rRJNCESS 

()(,:O(J·J5:UU 
KTN 005ll:RDAM 

07:00-1):CHI 
KTN MAASDAM 

IUUU-IROH 
KTN W[;~TERDAM 

J J Oll-19 00 
KTN ECl,IPSE 

l-4 :llfl-2030 

l,:rit!.,y.Jun,,;7 
KTN NORW[GIAN BLISS 

06:00· l):U0 
K rN OOSTERl)/\M 

0700·13:UU 
KTN QUEEN ELJZABl:TH 

08:00-18:00 
l<rN NOORDAM 

11:UO·l<l:UU 
KTN ECLIPSE 

1-4 :00 · 20 3U 

l
f riJ;1y. June 14 
KTN NORWEGlANHLJSS 

06 00· IJ 00 
kTN CORAL PRI NCESS 

tm:Ull·IS:00 
KTN OOSTERDAM 

07:00· I) 00 
J(TN SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

0N:OO·l(dlO 
KTN WESTERDAM 

11:00· 19 00 
KrN CCLIPSE 

14:00-:!0 :IU 

Frlll.iy.Jnne21 
KTN NORWEGIAN RUSS 

0600-1300 
KTN OOSTF.RDAM 

07:00-13:00 
KTN MMSDAM 

10 on- 1s oo 
KTN NOOR.DAM 

ll :lm•l',100 
ICTN FCL/PSE 

14 :00·20 30 

FrU,y. Jur.: 28 
KTN NORWEGIANBUSS 

06:<)()·IJUU 
KTN CORAL PR.lNCESS 

01:100-1s oo 
KTN SEABOURN SOJOURN ANJ KTN OOSTERDAM 

0700-1300 OB:OO-Z3:00 
KTN GOLDEN PRCNCESS 

10:00· 17:45 
KTN NlF.UW AMSTERDAM J 

11:00 · 19:00 
KTN STAR LEGEND 

IS :410 ·22:00 

KTN Sl::Vi;N SEAS MARINER 
07 llll· It, 00 

KTN WF.STERDAM 
JI 00· 1900 

KlN ECLIPSE 
14:00·:!IIJO 

10:30 Friday, January 04, 2019 Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

AN] 

AN4 

AN4 

Oalunhly, Joni: I 

kTN STAR 1.tGEND 
06:UO•IJOO 

KTN DISNEY WONDER 
1!:UU-l'l-l5 

k.TN NORWECi lAN JEWl::L 
JJ:00 -20:00 

KTN AZAMARA QUEST 
IJOO·ll:00 

S,1lunby June fl 
kTN GRANO PklNCESS 

06:30· 1400 
K rN SILVER Ml1SC 

ORUIJ•ll!UU 
KTN Dl~NEY \VONDER 

Jl:U0·19:4S 
KTN REGAHA 

]J:flll·:?J 00 

Saturd:1y June 15 
KTN DISNEY WONDER 

11 00-19:..lS 
KTN NORWEGJA~ JEWEi 

IJ.00·20:0U 

S:1turJay June::!:! 
KTN OUECN ELIZABETH 

07:00 · 16 00 
KTN DISNEY \VONDER 

1100•19:.lS 

Salurd~y June 1Q 
KTN SIL VER Ml1SE 

07 00· l~O0 
KTN AZAMARA QUEST 

09:00·:!1.00 
KTN DISNEY WONDER 

J!D0·1945 
KTN NORWEGIAN JEWl::L 

JJIJ0-10:(l(l 
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Sunday. )l,.ITIC 30 
KTN RAOIANCEOFTHESF.A 4 

06:00-16:00 
KTN CARNIVAL LEGENO 

07:ll0-13:00 
KTN SOLSTICE 

07:00-16:00 
KTN CRYSTAL SYMPHONY Z 

OCl:U0· 18:00 

-Sunday July 7 
KTN CARNlVAL LEGENlJ 

07:00·l]:00 
K fN MILLENNIUM 

01:uu- ts:uo 
KTN SOLSTICE 

07:00· 16:00 
K fN VIKING ORION 

IU:U0· 17:UO 

SunJ .. y, July 14 
KTN RADIANCE OF THE SEA 4 

06:00· 16:00 
KTN CARNIVALLEGF,NI) 

07:00· lJ 00 
KTN SOLSTICE 

01:00-16:00 
KTN MAASDAM 

US:00· 17 00 
KTN Al.AMAR.A QUEST ANJ 

08:00-22:00 

Surkmy.Jutylt 
KTN CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00· l):OO 
KTN MILLF.NNIUM 

07:00· JS:00 
KTN SOLSTICE 

07:00· lG:00 
KTN GRAND PRINCESS 

UP.:00· 18:00 

Sund:iy4 July 28 
KTN RADfANCE OF THE SEA 4 

OC,:00- IG:OO 
KTN CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00· l):OO 
KTN SOLSTICE 

07:00· lG:OO 
KTN REGATTA 

10:00·lll:OO 
KTN CR.VSTAL SYMPHONY I 

14:00-21:00 

MunJay, July I 
KTN GOLIJEN PRINCESS 

06:30·15:IS 
KTN NORWF.GIAN JOY 

07:00- IS:OO 
KTN ISLAND PRJNCESS 

09:)0-17:45 
KTN VOLENDi\M 

10:00·Hl:00 

M"n1.fay. July H 
KTN ROYAL PRfNCESS 

06:30· 15:15 
K rN NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:UO · I S:UU 
KTN GRAND PRINCESS 

08:00-15:00 
KTN CORAL PRINCESS 

!0:00-17:45 
KTN VOlENDAM 

IU:00· 111:00 

Mundny. July 15 
KTN GOlDT:N PR[NCESS 

06:30·15:15 
KTN NORWEGIAN JOY 

0700· 15:00 
KTN SEVEN SEAS MARJNER 

07 00· 17:00 
KTN ISLAND PRINCESS 

U<J30·17:45 
KTN VOLF.NDAM 

I0·00-18:00 
KTN LE SOLEAL 

! ! UU- IS:00 

MonJny, July22 
KTN ROY AL PRINCESS 

OG:)O·IS:15 
kTN NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00-15:00 
k.TN CORAL PRINCESS 

I0:00-17:45 
l(TN VOLENDAM 

JO:OO·IS:00 

Mondly July29 
KTN GOLDEN PRINCESS 

06:J0-IS:IS 
t(TN NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00-15:00 
KTN ISLAND PRINCESS 

09:30-17:45 
t(TN LE SOLEAL 

09:30·1!1:30 
l<TN VOLENnAM 

IO:OO· IR:00 

I 0:30 Friday, January 04, 201 9 

Tui:~lay, July l 
l<TN STAR PRINCESS 

06:30·1S:OO 
l(TN WESTF.RDAM 

07:00· 15:00 

Tuesday, July 9 
KTN ST AR PIUNCESS 

06:30-15:00 
KTN NOOJI.UAM 

07:UO·l$UU 
AN4 IK.TN SILVER MUSE 

O!!:OO· JS :00 
,CTN SEVEN SEAS MARINER 3 

09:UU·2U UU 

Tuc~iliiy. Ju~ 16 
K.TN ST AR PRJNCESS 

06:30·15:00 
~TN SJLVF,R EXPLORER 

06:JU·2U;UO 
AN4 IKTN \VESTF.RDAM 

07:00· 15:00 

ANJ 

AN4 

.KTN SEAAOURN SOJOURN 
US:()(1·2):00 

ruc.,;d.1y. July D 
KTN STAR l'RJNCESS 

06:JO • I S:00 
KTN NO()f<l)AM 

07:00· 15:00 
KTN VIKING OR[ON 

0k:00· 14:00 
KTN SlLVF.R MUSE 

l.111:00• JS:00 

Tuc!lday July)O 
KTN STAR PRINCESS 

06:JU· IS:00 
KTN WESTl:RDAM 

07:00· 15:00 

Wi:~sday, JulyJ 
KTN NORWEGIAN JEWF.I 

07:00- ]Ci:00 
KTN VIK.ING ORION 

011:00-14:00 
KTN AMSTERDAM 

OR:Oll·l6:(l(J 
KTN MILLENNIUM 

09 OU- !3:00 

Wcdri~~Jay, July IU 
KTN AMSTERDAM 

08:00-16:00 
K rN DISNtY WONIJFR 

08:0U· 17:00 
KTN RADIANCEOFTHESE,\ J 

09:U0· 1!!:00 
KTN SEAROURN SOJOURN 4 

12:011·22:0U 

W1,;Jnc~,J;,y July 17 
KTN NORWECilANJEWEL 

07 00· 16:00 
KTN AMSTERDAM 

08:00-17:00 
KTN MILLENNIUM 

!19:01)-18:00 

Wc.Jnt$Jny, July 2-1 
KTN RADIANCE Of THE SEA 2 

09:00· IS 00 

Wl'Wll.,,;day July JI 
K.TN NOltWEGIAN JEWEL 

07:00- IG 00 
KTN AMSTERDAM 

OR:00-17:00 
KTN MILLENNIUM 

09:00· 18:00 
KTN GRAND PRINCESS 

12:00 • 20:00 

'Thurs<l:iy,July4 
KTN 1:URODAM 

07:00-13:00 
KTN RUBY PR.JNCESS 

07:00· 13:IS 

fri.~1y, July 5 
KTN NORWl:GIAN BLISS 

06;00· 13 00 
KTN OOSTERDAM 

07:UU· 13:00 
KTN CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 

(18:00·17;00 
ANJ KTN ~OOROAM 

11:00·19:00 
l<.TN ROYAL PRINCESS 

10:00-18:tlO 
KTN NI EUW AMSTl::RDAM 

I l:00· 19:00 

Thurstlny. July 11 
KTN LE SOLEAL ANJ 

06 U0· 14:00 
KTN EUROl)i\M 

07:UU· 13:00 
KT1' RURY PRINCESS 

07:00·13:JS 
KTN GOLDEN PRINCESS 

IU OU· !7:<IS 
KTN NIWW AMSTERDAM 

11 OO· l9:00 

ihumlny, July Ill 
KTN l:URODAM 

07 00- 1) :00 
IC.TN RURY f'RINCESS 

07:IKJ-13:15 
)(TN REGATTA AN~ 

OR00-17:00 
KTN ROYAL PRINCESS 

10:UO-JS:UO 
KTN NIEUW AMSTERDAM l 

11 00· 19 00 

Thur-.Jay, July 25 
KTN f.1JRODAM 

07:00-13 :00 
K rN RUB' .. PRINCl:-:SS 

07:00- 13:15 
KTN LE SOLfiAL ANJ 

07:00-13:30 
K rN GOLDEN f'RINCESS 

I0:00-17:45 
KTN NIEUW AMSTERDAM J 

I l :00- 19:00 

Thu1,;day, Augu.~I 1 
KTN EURODAM 

07 00· IJ:00 
KTN AZA~ARA QUEST AN3 

07:00· IJ:00 
KTN RUB'I PRJNCT:SS 

07:00-1):15 
KTN ROYAL J>RJNCESS 

IO:OO·lll:00 
KTN NIEUW AMSTERDAM 2 

11:00-19:00 

KTN F.CI.JPSE 
14:00·::!U:JU 

Fri<lny.July 12 
KTN NORWEGIAN BUSS 

06:00-13:00 
K fN CORAL PRINCESS 

06:00·15:UU 
KTN OOSTERDAM 

07:00·13:00 
KTN WES1 ERIJAM 

11:UO•JQ:OO 
KTN ECLIPSE 

14:00-20:)0 

Friday.July 19 
KTN NORWECilAN BUSS 

06:00· 1) 00 
KTN OOSTERDAM 

07:00·1):(JO 
KTN NOORT>AM 

11:00· 19 00 
KTN ECUf'SE 

14:00·:?0:30 

FraJ:,y, Ju~ 26 
KTN NORWJ;<ilAN BLISS 

06:00-13 00 
KTN CORAL PRINCESS 

OCI 00· 15:00 
KTN OOSTERDAM 

07:00•1300 
KTN Sl::VEN SEAS MARINER 

oi; uo· 1,, no 
KTN WESTERDAM 

JJ OU•l',100 
KTN F.CLJPSE 

l4 :Ull·20)0 
KTN AZAM ARA QUEST 

lk:Oll· 

Fritlay. Augu11 '.! 
KTN NORWEGIAN BLISS 

06:00· 13 on 
KTN OOSTERDAM 

07 1111· 13 00 
KTN NOORDAM 

11 :00• 19 00 
KTN ECLIPSE 

14:ll0·20JO 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

AN4 

SalunJ.ay, July 6 
KTN Ai'.AMARA QUl-"ST 

06:30-13:00 
KTN 111SNEY WONOT:R 

11:00• l'J;.JS 
KTN REGATTA 

11:00-200(1 

S111urJi1y July 13 
KTN SIL VER MUSE 

07:U0-1700 
KTN NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

13:U0-2.0UU 
KTN REGATTA 

13:00-2100 

Snrun.hiy, July 20 
KTN CRYSTALSYMPHONY J 

08:00·JROO 
KTN lllSNEY WONDF,R 

09:UU·19;JS 
KTN STAR LEGENO 

13:00·:?100 

S:1turJay, Jul) 27 
KTN AZAMARA QUEST 

·17:15 
KfN SILVER MLISE 

07:00-1-1:00 
KTN VIKING ORJON AN] 

IO·OO· 17.00 
KTN DISNEY WONOF.R 

11:UU·l'NS 
KTN NORWEGIAN JF.WEL 

IJ:00·20:00 

f-;11u1d;,y, Aui;Ulll J 
KTN NGSEARIRD R)T 

or, 00· ll! 00 
KTN ~EABOURN SOJOURN l 

OR 00·23:00 
K.TN OISNEY WONDER 

l l 00- 19 45 

Page4 o[ 6 

~ 

~ 
~-
~ 
0 ....... 
I\) 
a 
-.i. 

c.o 
() 

2 en· 
ct> 
en 
::l" -o· 
~ 
rn 
~ 
() 
ct> 
5· 
en 
@ 

(Q 

~ 
':.-=:: 

~ 
nr 
(/) 

@ 



E
X

C
.SG

Y
-000373

"'d 
~ 

(IQ 
~ 

~ 
~ 
0 
~ 

N 

~ 

00 
~ 
"< I 
N 
0 
0 
~ 
""d 
~ 

(JQ 
~ .... 
Ul 
~ 

0 
'""I .... 
N 
~ 

t_-rj 

~ .... 
t:c .... 
""'3 
~ 

t 
CD 
:::3 
Q_ ~
~ 

0) 
0 

SW\Ully, August 4 
KTN CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00-13:00 
KTN MILLENNIUM 

07:00-JS:00 
KTN SOLSTICE 

07:00- 16:00 

Sunday. Augus t 11 
KTN R.AOIANCEOFTHESEA ◄ 

06:00-16:00 
KTN CARNIVAL LEGENI) 

07:00-13:0U 
JC.TN SOLSTICE 

07:00-16:UO 
KTN STAR LEGEND 

13:00-22:00 

Sunday, Augu~t 18 
KTN CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00-13:00 
KTN MILLENNIUM 

07:00-15:00 
KTN SOLSTICE 

07:00-16:00 

Sunday, Augu51 25 
KTN RADIANCE OF THE SF.A 4 

0(i:00· l(i:00 
KTN CARNIVAL LF.Gl:Nl) 

07:00-13:00 
KTN SOLSTICE 

07:()0-16:00 

Sunday Scpll-mb.:r I 
KTN CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00 • I ):00 
KTN SOLSTICE 

07:(10-1600 
KTN CRYSTAL SYMPHONY .. 

0~:00- 18:00 

Mon<l:i.y. Au~u11 .'i 
KTN RO\' Al PRINCESS 

116:30· 1S:IS 
KTN NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00•1S:OO 
KTN CORAL PRJNCESS AN4 

10:00· 17:45 
KTN VOLENDAM 

10:00-18:00 
K.TN SEVEN SEAS MARINER I 

!2:00-19:00 

Montby, Aug.ml 12 
KTN GOLO[N PRINC[SS 

06:30-15:IS 
KTN NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00- JS:UO 

Tucsilay, AU)!.U$1 6 
KTN ST AR PRINCESS 

06:30·15 :00 
KTN NOORDAM 

07:00· l!i :OU 
KTN SILVERMUSE 

011:00· 15:00 
KTN CRYSTAi. SYMPHONY J 

08:00·11':00 

r~1y.Auiu~1 JJ 
KTN STAR PRJNCl.:SS 

06:)0-15:00 
KTN WES rr:ROAM 

07:llO-J.':IJO 
KTN VIKrNG ORION 

08:00-14:00 
AN4 I KTN LE SO LEAL 

07:)0-20:00 
KTN ISLANLJ PRINCESS 

U'l:JO-l7:4S 
KTN VOLENDAM 

10:00• 18:00 

Monday Auau~t 19 
KTN ROYAL PRINCESS 

06:30· 15:IS 

ruc~dl1y. AlljjU~t 20 
KTN ST AR PRINCESS 

06:JO- lS:OU 
KTN NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00• 15:fl(t 
KTN CORAL PRINCT:SS 

10:00·17:45 

f::TN NOORDAM 
07:00-15:lJU 

AN4 ll<TN SJLVF.R MUSE 
011:00•15:00 

KTN VOLENDAM 
10 :00 ~ I R:00 

KTN SEVEN SEAS MARINER I 
12 :00 -19:00 

MoOO/ly AUIJlt!\I 215 
KTN GOLDEN PRINCESS 

M :JO ·IS:15 
KTN NORWF.GIAN JOY 

07:00 · JS:00 
KTN ISLAND PRINCESS 

(IQ JD-17:45 
KTN VOLF.Nl>AM 

I0:00 ·I S:00 

t-1ol1Wy Sl"flLCmhcr 2 
kTN ROYAL PRINCESS 

O<d0·15:IS 
KTN NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00· 15:00 
,CTN CORAL PRINCESS AN4 

10:00-17:45 
icTN VOt..ENDAM 

10:00 - I ~:00 
KTN SEVEN SEAS MARINER l 

12:00 -19:00 

Tu~iy, AU!fll!I '27 
KTN GRAND l'RINCESS 

06:00-14:00 
K rN STAR PRINCESS 

06:JO-JS:OO 
KTN WESHROAM 

07:00- 15:00 

TuC11day. s~ptcmbcr 3 
KTN ST AR PRJXCESS 

06:Jo- ,, oo 
K.TN NOORDAM 

07:00- IS;00 
KTN SlL VF.R MUSE 

OR:00-JS:OD 

WcWJl;;~tlily, All)!.U!>'I 7 
KTN GRAND PRINCESS 

06:)0·14:0ll 
Klli RADIANCI: OF THE SE,\ 3 

09:00· IS:UO 

woo ... -su.,y. AU!,'.Ust 14 
KTN NORWE(";JAN' JEWl:l 

07:00-1600 
K rn AMSTERLJAM 

0S:00-17:00 
KTN' MILLENNJUM 

09:00-1~:00 

Wednc~diiy AuijUit 21 
KTN RADIANnOFTHESEA 2 

09:00-16:00 

WOOricffl.'.ly AnlP)Q 2M 
KTN NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

07:00·l(i:00 
KTN AMSTERDAM 

08:00· 17:00 
KTN ST AR LEGEND 

0S:00-20 <JO 
KTN MIi LENNIUM 

fN:OO· IS:00 

Wcdnc'tday S.:plcn-b.:r4 
KTN RADlANl."T: OF THE SEA ] 

09:00· 18:00 
KTN MILLl.:NNIUM 

10:00· 17:UO 

Thumlay, AU!::ll~I X 
KTN lf:'. SOLEAL 

07:00-13:00 
KTN F.URODAM 

07:CHl-13;011 !
Friday, l\u11-ust 9 

AN3 KTN NORWF.G. lAN BLISS 
06:00-13·00 

I KTN CORAL PRINCESS 
U6:00- 15·U0 

KTN RUBY PRlNCl::SS 
07:00-13:15 

,& KTN OOS'TEROAM 

KTN 001 ,DEN PRINCESS 
10:00-17:45 

KlN NIEUW AMSTERDAM J 
11:00-19:00 

ThursJ;I)'. A11gusl IS 
KTN ElJkODAM 

07:00-13:00 
KTN RURY PRINCl::SS 

07:0U-13:JS 
KTN ROYAL PRINCESS 

10:00- I ~:00 
KTN NIJ:UW AMSTERnAM l 

I l:00-19:00 

·rhumiay, Augu~t 22 
KTN EliRODAM 

0700-13:00 
KTN RUB\ PRINLF-'-S 

07:CMl-13:1S 
KTN CRYSTAL :S:YMPHONY ANJ 

O!l:00 -16:00 
KTN GOLDEN PRINCESS 

IU:00-17:45 
KTN NIEUW AMSTERDAM 3 

IJ:00· 19:00 
KTN SEA BOURN SOJOURN 4 

J~:OO·D:00 

Thur~iy. August 211 
KT1" WRODAM 

0700· 13:00 
K rN RUBY PRINCESS 

07:0U-D:JS 
l(TN REGATTA ANJ 

0800-17:00 
KTN ROY Ai_ PRINCF SS 

IO:00- l~:00 
KTN NIEUW AMSTERDAM 2 

11:00 -19:00 

Thur..day Scplcmbo.:r S 
KTN EURODI\M 

0700-1):00 
KTN Rt/BY PRJNCESS 

0700-13:IS 
KTN' GOLDEN PRrNCESS 

1000-1745 
KTN NIElJW AMSTERDAM ) 

11:00-19:llO 

07:00· l):OO 
KTN SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

usoo-16JJ0 
KTN W(;STERDAM 

I l:00· 19:00 
KTN ECllPSE 

14:00- 20:30 

-=n.iay, Au911st 16 
l<TN NORWEGIAN BLISS 

0IS:OO-IJ:00 
KTN OOSTf.Rl)AM 

07;1Jl)- J3 00 
l(TN VJ KING ORION 

10 00-1!1 00 
KTN NOORDAM 

! KTN ~~~;~,~ 

I 
IJ:00-2)-00 

KTN F.CI 1rsE 
14:00·20:]0 

Friday. Augu~t 23 
KTN NORWEGIAN RUSS 

06:00-13:00 
KTN CORAi. PRINCESS 

0();00-15:011 
KTN OOSTERDI\M 

OHX)-13:DO 
KTN Sl::VEN SEAS MARINER 

IJR:lJlJ-16 00 
KTN WESTERDAM 

11 00· 19 00 
K1N ECLIPSE 

14:UlJ·:!0:]0 

FriJny, Aui;u~ 30 
KTN NORWECilAN BLISS 

06:00-13:00 
KTN 00S rERDAM 

07:00-13:00 
KTN NOORDAM 

11:00- ]Q:00 
KrN t:CLJPSF. 

14:00- 20 ]fl 

Fri,J~y. Scpll-mbi.:r 6 
KTN NORWEGIAN BLISS 

06:ll0·1}:00 
KTN CORAL PRJNC!iSS 

06:00- JS DO 
KTN OOSTERDA~ 

07:00-13 00 
KTN Sl:VEN SEAS MARINER 

0~ oo- 11,:00 
KTN WESTERDAM 

II 00-19 oo 
KTN ECLIPSE 

1400-20:m 

10:30 Friday, January 04, 2019 Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

Sutu,duy, Au~usl Ill 
KTN SEABOURN SOJOURN 4 

07:UU•l!l:00 
KTK SIL VF.R MUSE 

(/<l 00· 16:]0 
KTN LJISNE\' WONDER 

Jl :00• 19:4S 
AN-1 IKTN NORWEGIANJEWEL 

13:00- 20:00 

S;\111,Jay An1;1us1 17 
KTN Gk.AND PRINCESS 

06:J0· 1-l;OO 
KTN CRYS rAL SYMPIIONY 

IU:00 · 18:00 
AN3 I KTN DISNEY WONDER 

I\ 00-19:-15 

Sntt1rd.1y Augu~t 24 
KTN SIL VER MUSE 

09:00· 16 )0 
K rN rnSNEY WONDER 

l l:OlJ• 19J5 
KTN NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

IJ:00·2000 
AN4 IKTN REGATTA 

13:00·22:00 

AN4 

S:ittml..iy Auguct 31 
KTN D!SNEY \VONDER 

11 :00- 19 45 

Salurdil)' S..:pLcmhcr i 
J(TN Sil VF.It MUSE 

09:00- l(i }fl 
kTN U\SNEY WONDER 

I 1:00-19-15 
J(TN NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

1300·!000 
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Su.ncl11.y, Septi:IOOCr R 
KTN CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07;00-13:00 
KTN SOLSTICE 

07:00-16:00 
KTN RAUlANCE OF THE SEA 4 

0~:00- 20:00 
KTI-1 CRVSTALSYMPl-lONY 2 

09:00· 18:0tl 

Sw,J:,y, September IS 
KTN CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 2 

09:00-18:00 
KTN CI\RNlYI\L LEGEND 

09:00-'.!0:0U 

Sund;,.y. Septembt:r 22 
KTN CRYSTAL SYMPHONY I 

I 0:00- 20:00 

Suno.13y Scptemhcr 29 

""""'t-~~ 
KTN GOLDF.N PRINCESS 

06:30-15:15 
KTN NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00-15:00 
KTN ST AR LEGEND 

07:(10·17:00 
KTN ISLAN1) PRINCESS 

09:J0-17:45 
KTN VOLENDAM 

I0:00-111:00 

TuL~\ay, Scplc~1 !0 
KTN STAR PRINCl:SS 

06:30-15:00 
KTN WESTERDAM 

07:U0-15:00 
AN4 ! KTN SEABOURN SOJOURN 

~:00-22:00 

Munday, Septi::mbcr 16 I rucsdny. Scp1em~1 17 
KTN SEABOURN SOJOURN AN4 k.TN STARPRJNCl!SS 

07:00-15:00 06:30-15:UO 
KTN NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00-15:00 
KTN CORAL PRINCESS 

O'J:JO· l~:15 
KTN VOLENOAM 

ltl:00-111:00 
KTN SEVEN SEAS MAIUNl:R I 

11:00-18:00 

Mundny~ September 23 
KTN GOLDEN PRINCESS 

08:00-17:00 
l(TN CORAL PRINCESS 

09:00-17:45 
k.TN VOLENDAM 

10:00-18:00 

Monday. Scpt~nIDcr 311 

Tuc~dny. Scf)tcmbcr 24 
KIN Ct\RNIVALLEGEND 

J0:00-19:00 

TuotWly. OC1_1,0C1 I 

Wctlnc11\ay, Scph:mbc:r 11 
'KTN NORWEGIAN Jl:Wl:L 

07:00-16:110 
KTN AMSTERDi\M 

08 UIJ• 17:UO 

Wcdnc~Jay S.:plembc1 I !I 

Wcdncsdny, So;;ptcm\x;r 2S 
KTN ROt\LD AMUNDSEN 

09:00· IG:00 

Wcdnmla.y, O..:tubcr2 

Thu1st.loy, Scp1cn1lx:r 12 
KTN EURODAM 

07:00· 13:00 
KTN RUBY rRINCESS 

07:UO· IJ:15 
KTN ROYAL PRJNCESS 

IU:OO•Jii.:OO 
KTN NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

I0:00· 18:00 

ThumL1y Scplcmbcr 19 
KTN EURODAM 

07 :00-13:00 
KTN RURY PRINCESS 

07:00·13:JS 
JCTN GOLDEN l1RINCESS 

09:J0· 17:45 
K rN NIEUW AMSTERl>AM J 

10:00-1 11:00 

Thur~dny, S,;;ptcmbcr 2G 
KTN NORWT:GIAN JOY 

07 :00-1):00 
KrN FURQOAM 

07:0ll• IJ:OO 
KTN NIF.UW AMSTERDAM 1 

111011 • 18:00 

Thur5dny. OctoOCr 3 
KTN NORWEGIAN JOY 

07 :00•!3:00 

10:30 Friday, January 04, 2019 Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

lfrio.l.iy, Scpli:mbc:r IJ 
KTN NORWF.GlAN BLISS 

06:00-13:00 
KTN OOSTERDAM 

07:00-13:00 

I
KTN NOORDAM 

11:00-19:00 
KTN !:Cl IPSE 

J4:00·2'-'3U 

Frio.L1y. Scplcmbcr 20 
KTN NORWEGIAN BLISS 

06:00-13:00 
KTN 00S rERDAM 

0700-1300 
KTN SEVEN SEAS MARlNER 2 

O.'i:00-16:00 
KTN N()()Rlll\M AN) 

I000-18:00 
KTN WESTERDAM 

11:00-19:00 
KTN ECLIPSE 

14:00·2U:3U 

FriJny. S~ptcrnbcr 27 
KTN NORWF,G/t\N BLISS 

Ol'i:00-13 00 
KTN OOSTERDAM 

07:UII- IJ:OO 

I
KTN WF. .. STERD,\M 

O!Ul0- 18:00 
KTN NOORDAM 

to·00-111:00 

1•·rk1.1y. tktl!lbtr 4 

I 

S:1.lwday, Scptcmlx,, 1-l 
~TN ISi.ANO PRINCESS 

11:00-17:45 
1CTN DrSNEY WONDER 

11:00-]'):--15 

Saturdny Scplcmber 21 
KTN ROYAL PRINCESS 

07:U0-16:00 
KrN STAR LEGEND 

07:00-17:0U 
KTN NORWEGIAN JEW EL 

13:00-20:00 

Saturday Scpccmbcr 211 
KTh' SEABOURN SOJOURN ) 

07:00-15:0U 
KTN NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

10:00-19:00 

Snturd;,.y, October S 
KTN NORWEGIAN mwn 

10:00-11100 
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5W1Uay. April 28 
JNU RUBY PRINCESS 

09:00-22:0U 

Suntl.1y. M.1y 5 

Sund.1y. M:iy 12 

Mumfay, Ap11I 29 
FKL IJNU NORWt::GIAN JOY 

14:30·2]:00 

Munday. M,iy 6 
/1','U NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

1):00-22:00 
JNU EURQl)AM 

!3:00-22:00 
JNlJ NORWEGIAN JOY 

14:30·23:00 

Munday Mn>" I] 
JNU SEVEN SEAS MARrNER AS 

09:00-23:00 
JNU RUBY l'RINCESS 

11:00-22:15 

SunW1y M.-.y 19 
.TN"lJ ISLAND PRJNCESS 

0(,:30-17:00 
JNU OVATIONOFSEAS 

07:00·21:00 
!NU MILLENNIUM 

09:00 • 21 :00 
JNU GRAND PRINCESS 

13:)ll·22:00 
JNU MAASDAM 

14:llD-'.!.3:00 

Suricby. M:iy26 
JN1J NG VENTURE 

06:00-23 DD 
JNU CORAL PRINCESS 

()(,,:JD-17:DD 

FKL 

AS 

AJD 

CT 

ACT 

JNU Nlt::UW AMSTERDAM 
IHI0-22:00 

IJNU EUROOAM 
13:00·23:00 

JNU SOLSTICE 
!J:30·22:00 

Mnml.iy Moy 20 
JNU RUBY PiUNCESS 

11:00·22:JS 
JNU NlF.UW AMSTERDAM 

13:00-22:00 
JNU EURODAM 

13:00·2:l:OO 
JNU SOLSTICE 

IJ:30·22:00 

Mond.1y. Mly 27 
CT IJNU RUBY PRINCESS 

11:00-22: IS 
FKL JNU NIEl.iW AMSTERDAM 

13 0D-22:00 
JNU RADCANCE OF THE SE.A AID JNU EURODAM 

1J:oo-:noo 09:00-'.!.1:00 
JNU OVATION OF SEAS 

12:00-'.!.J:OO 
AS IJNU SOLSTICE 

13:30•22:00 

10:29 Friday, January 04, 2019 

TU1:itli!y, April 30 
AS 

ruc"11y, May7 
CT IJNU OOSTERUAM 

13:00·21:00 
AS JNU NORWfGIAN BLISS 

14:30·23:UO 
AID 

Tuc~day, May 14 

FKL IJNU NOR WE GIAN JOY 07:00-13:30 
CT JNU MlllENNIUM 

07:00-21 :)0 
AS JNU ROYAL PRINCESS 

UR:00·21:15 
AJD JNU OOSTER\lAM 

13:00·21:U(J 

FKL 

ThU NORWEGIAN BLISS 
14:30·'.D:OO 

Tucsd.1y, May 21 
JNU NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00-JB0 

Wci.lnc~,lay, May I 
; JNU CARNIVAi Ll•:Gt::NI) 

11:00·22:0U 

Wc,lne,ul;1y. M;iy ~ 

CT JNU CARNIVAL LCGENU 
14:00-2)00 

AJD 

-1W.:dnc~d.1y. May 15 
AID JNU WESTERDAM 

07 00-21 OU 
AS JNU ECl,IPSF, 

O!t:OO<!IJU 
FKL IJNU NOORDAM 

10:00-2'.!:00 
CT JNU STAR PRINCESS 

1230-22:!5 
AJD 

WL'i..lllCSJ.,y. M~y 22 
AID JNU ROYAL PRlt-;CESS 

06:30-1700 

ThuUUay, May 2 
FKL IJNU ST AR PRINCESS 

09:00-22;00 

fhursday. M•I)' 9 
AU. IJNU GOLDEN PRll\CESS 

12:00·22:IS 
NU GRAND PRINCESS 

13:]0-22:00 

llu1~. ~l6 
AS ,n,:~ :.:~~'~Tf~W JEWEL 

AJIJ Jt,,;tl CARNIVAL l t::Gl::NU 
l~:00-23:UU 

CT 

FKL 

FKL 
Thur'll.lay, M,,y 23 
JNU n-:ursr: 

0730-20:00 
CT .JNU RALJIANCE OF THI': Sl:A AS JNU SEVEN SF.AS MARINER AJD JNU NOORDAM 

07:00-21:)0 
AS JNU I.OLDEN PRJNC"'l::SS 

08:00-21:15 
AJD JNU OOSTERDAM 

IJ:00-21 :00 
JNU NORWElilAN BLISS 

14:30-23:00 

ruc.<1d;iy, M~y 2,~ 
FKL JNU NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00-13 )0 
CT JNU MILLl::NNIUM 

07:00-21:30 
M JNU ST AR LEGEND 

07:00-22:00 
AJO JNU ROYAL ?RrNCESS 

0IUlO-:ZJ:J!i 
JNU OOSTERDi\M 

\J:00-21:00 
JNU NORWEGIAN BLISS 

14:JU-23:00 

07:00-14 00 0B:U0-1!!:00 
FKL JNU WESTERDAM CT JNU NORWEGIANJF,WF.L 

10:00-2'.!:00 1100-21:00 
er INU STAR PRINCl::'.SS AS JNU QUEEN FUZABE n& 

12:30·22:IS 1,1:1111-21:00 
AJD 

Wcdn.:'llby, M~y 29 fhur~i.l.,y, M;iy 30 
AJD I JNU GOLDEN PRtNCESS FKL JNU NG SEA BIRD 

06:30-1700 06 00-23:I.IO 
AS JNU NOOR.DAM CT JNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

10:00-22 00 07:00- 13:15 
/\CT JNU SEVEN SEAS MARINER AJD JNU r:cursE 

10:00-23 00 07:30-2000 
FKL JNU STAR l'RINCEO:,S AS JNU VIKLNG ORION 

:J 12:30-12:15 0M:00- 17:30 
JNU WESTERDAM 

OS OO- IM:00 
JNU GRAXO PRINCESS 

OR:00-21:00 

IFr,.J.,.y. Muy '.\ 
~-KL JNU ISLAND ?RINCl:SS 

12:00-22 00 

Fn.by. M.1y IO 
FKL I JNU COkAL t>RINCESS 

12:00·2200 
AS JNU VOLENDAM 

BUU·22()() 

Fn<l11y M:w 17 
AJD ! TI-JU VOLENDAM 

13:00-2:!00 
FKL 

lfriJ.,y, M"y" 
AS JNU DISNEY WONDER 

06 45-1(,:4.5 
er )NU VOLENDAM I "00-1' 00 AJD 

FKL 

Frk.by. M;iy)I 
JCT JNU DISNEY WONDER 

06:45-1645 
AJD JNU AZAMAJlA QUEST 

ll7J0-JM:U0 
AS JNU SILVER MUSE 

0~ 00-23 00 
ACT JNU VOLENDAM 

D!lll-2200 
("T 

FKL 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

Sll'rwilll}' MJ1y ◄ 
FKL 

s.a,.J.y May II 
FKL I JNll ISLANlHRINCESS 

0800·21:00 
CT 

Saturday ~fay 18 
CT IJNU CORAL PRINCESS 

0!! IJO·ll :00 
JNU QUEEN ELIZABl::Tll 

IJ 00•21 :lltl 

Am }NU NG SEA LION 

I'"'"'"'' M;,y 25 
06:00-23 nn 

er JNU IS~I\NIHRINCESS 
0S·00·?l:00 

JNU REGATTA 
09 00· 18:00 

Is"'"'"'' fo~ I 

AJD JNU NG Ql'EST 
06:oo-n ou 

FKL JNU CARNIVAL LEGE~!) 
07:00-1500 

AS JNU CORAL PJUNCESS 
08:00-21 00 

CT 

FKL 

FKL 

AS 

JCT 

FJ(I. 

CT 

CT 

AS 

FKL 
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Sunl.by, Junt: 2 
JNU !SLAND PRINCESS 

06:30-17:00 
Ji'1J MILLENNIUM 

QQ:00-21:UU 
JNU OVATION Of SEAS 

12:00-21:00 
JNU QUEEN ELlZABETH 

14:Ui.1·22:00 

Suntlt,y June9 
JNU NG VENTIJRE 

06:00·23:00 
JNU NG SEA BIRD 

0(,:(J0·23:0U 
JNU COM.AL PRrNCESS 

06:)0-17:00 
JNU GRANO PRINCESS 

OS:00·21 :UU 

Mon<lay, June 3 
FKL IJNU RUBY PRINCESS ]\;00-22;15 
A.ID JN1J NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

13:00-22:00 
AS JNU EURODAM 

13:00·2]:00 
CT INU SOLSTICE 

13:30·21:00 

Mum.lay, June 10 
<VF JNlJ RU BY PRINCESS 

11:00-22:15 
JCT !NU NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

13:00·22:00 
PKL fNU EURODAM 

l 3:00·2J:OO 
CT JNU SOLSTICE 

1] ;30-22:00 
JN1.J RAOIANCEOFTirESEA AJD JNU MAASDAM 

09:00-21:00 
JNU OVATIONOFSE/\S 

12:00-21:00 

Sunday, June 16 
JNU ISLAND PRINCESS 

06:)0· 17:00 
JNU MILLENNIUM 

09:00-21:UU 
lNU OVATION OF SEAS 

12:00-J:l:OO 

~ufl<1:iy June 23 
JNU NG VENTIJRE 

06:00-23 00 
JNU CORAL PRINCESS 

06:30-17:00 

14:00-23:00 
AS 

Monday Juni: 17 

FKL I/NU RUBYPRINCESS 
11:00·22:15 

AJIJ JNU NIEUW /\MSfERD/\M 
JJ:00-22:00 

AS JNU EURODAM 
IJ ;00-23:UO 

JNU SOLSTICE 
13:l0-22:00 

JNl/ AZAMARA QUEST 
13:30-23:00 

Monday June 14 
(VF IJNU RUBY l'RJNCESS 

l !:00-22:15 
fl(.L JNU NU:UW AMSTERDAM 

13:00-22:00 
JNU RADIANCE OF THf: SEA AJI) 

09:00- 21 :00 
JNU EUkODAM 

1):00-23:00 
JNU OVATIONOFSEAS 

12:()()·21:00 
AS lmu soLS ncE 

IJ:J0-22:0U 
lNll QUEEN ELIZABETH CT 

)4:00-21:00 

Sumfay, June 30 ~und.,y, July l 
JNU ISLAND PRJNCESS FKL ,rNU VIKING ORION 

06:30-17:00 0800-17:00 
JNU MILLENNIUM AJU INU RUBY PRINCESS 

09:00-21:00 11:00-22:IS 
!NU Sil VER MUSE CT JNU NtEUW AMSTERDAM 

09:00-23:00 13:00-22:00 
JNU OVATION OF SEAS AS INU EURDDAM 

12:00·21:00 13:00-23:00 
JNU MAASDAM ,\CT 1NU SOLSTICE 

14:00-23:00 !3:30-22 00 

10:29 Friday, January 04, 2019 

Tuo:~dlly, June ➔ Wt:dni;sddy, Jun~ 5 
AJD JJNU ROYAL PRINCESS 

06:J0· 17:00 
CT JNU RADIANCE OF THE SEA AS 

FKL ENU NORWEGIAN JOY 07:00· IJ:30 
JNU wr:sTERDAM 

IU:U0·22UU 07:00-21:3() 
AS GOLDEN PRJNCE~S 

011:00·21:15 
AJD 1NU OOSTERDAM 

13:00·21:0() 

FKL 

CT 

AS 

AJO 

ACT 

JNU NORWl:.GIAN BLISS 
14:30·2.l :00 

Tu~1iday, June 11 
JNU NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00· 13:30 
JNU MILLENNIUM 

07:tHJ·:?l:30 
JNU VIKING ORION 

08:00· 17:00 
J1'U ROYAL PRINCESS 

08:UU-21 : 15 
JNU OOSTl:ROAM 

1):00-21 :00 
JNU NORWEGIAN RLISS 

!<l:30·2J:!IO 
JNU SIL VER MUSE 

2):00· 

Tuc~day, June 18 
FKL JNlJ NORWEOIAN JOY 

07:00· 13:30 

FKL 

CT 

AID 

JNV STAR l'Rl'NCESS 
12:30-2215 

Wcdnt:S(~1y, June 12 
AJD JNU SILVER MUSE 

·Hl:00 
AS rU GOI UEN PRtNCESS 06:30-17:UU 
ACT JNU NOORLJAM 

1000·22:00 
FKL JNU Sf AR PRINCESS 

12 30·22:I S 
CT 

AJO 

AID 

Wcdnc~da)' June 19 
AID IJNU ROYAL PRINCESS 

06 30-17:00 
CT JNU RADIANCF,Of fHESEA AS JNU GRAN!) i"R\NCESS 

07 )U·:?!:00 07:U0-2 1:30 
AS mu GOLDEN rRJNCESS 

08:00-J:I 15 
AJD JNU OOSTEROAM 

IJ:00-21 :UO 
ACT JNU NORWEGIAN BUSS 

!4:JO-J:3:UO 

rucMl.,y Junc:25 

FKL IJt-;lJ NORWEGI/\N JOY 
07:00- JJ JO 

CT JNU MILLENNIUM 
07:00-21 :)0 

AS fNU ROYAL Plt.lNCESS 
011:00-21:15 

AJD JNU 00S IT.RIJI\M 
13:00-21:UO 

ACT 

1NU NORWEGIAN BLISS 
14:30-23:00 

[Ut.·l«iay July2 
JNU NORWEGIAN JOY 

07;00-13 :)U 

FKL JNU VIKING ORION 
OIUJ0-17:)0 

CT I JNU WESTEROA.M 
I0:00·?200 

AID JNU STAR PRINCESS 
12:30-2115 

Wcdn~Mlay Juni: 26 

AID IJNU GOLDF.N PRINCESS 06 30· 17:00 
AS JNU I\ZAMARA QUEST 

08:00·2) :00 
FKL JNU NOORDAM 

10:00·2:?00 
C...'"T JNU srAR PRINCF.SS 

AID I 
12:Ju-22: 15 

: wcdncsJ.iy. Jul)' J 
AID JNU ROYAL PRINCESS 

06:30-1100 
FKL JNU RADIANCE Of THI:. SEA AS DIU srARLl:GENO 

07:00-21:30 07:00-15:(10 
CT JNU GOLDEN rRJNCESS FKL ,11','U WESTERDAM 

08:00-J:l:IS 10:00-21:00 
AS JNU OOST~RDAM CT l"U STAR PRrNCESS 

n:00-21 oo 12:30-2:? :)f) 
AJD JNU NORWEGIAN BLISS AJD JNU SUN PRINCESS 

14:30-13:00 !3 00·22:00 

ihu1sd.iy, Juru: 6 

FKL IJNU ECLIPSE 07 ~0-20:00 
CT JNU NOORDAM 

Ull :OO·JS:00 
AS JNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

11:00-21:00 

Thurstlny. Jun..: I) 

AJD IJNU NORWEGIAN .fl:WEL 07:00·13:15 
FKL JNU El'LIPSE: 

07:30·20:00 
CT JNU WCSTERl)AM 

01!1:00· l~:OO 
AS JNU QUEEN F.ll7.ARHH 

1-1 (I0-22:00 

Thur~duy. June 10 

FKL IJNU STAR LEGEND 07:00-16:00 
AJD JNU CCLIPSE 

07:30·20:00 
ACT JNU NOOR.DAM 

OK00- 18:00 
CT JNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

11 :00•21:00 
AS 

Thursday. June 17 

FKL l,JNU J\'ORWF.GIAN JEWEL 0700·D:15 
AJl) JJ\:U ECLIPSE 

0130-20:00 
CT 1NU WESTF.RDA..\11 

08 00- lfUN'.I 
AS JNU CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 

12:00·23:0U 

Thur~d~y. July 4 
FKl JNU ECLIPSE 

01 3U ·20:00 
ACT JNU NOOROAM 

O.UKl· IR:00 
CT JNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

11 OO·Zl:00 
AS JNU AMSTERDAM 

14:00-23:00 
AJD 

Friluy,Jun,:7 
AS IJNU l>ISNEY WONDER 

06:45-16:45 
CT JNU AMSTERDA,\.1 

U~:00·22:lJO 
A.JI) iNU AlA..\.1.ARA QUEST 

10: 110-B:OO 

I 

JNU VOLENDAM 
IJ :00·22 00 

1

Frk1ay, Jur.c 14 
/\JD J'NU l)JSNEY WONDER 

06:45-1645 
AS JNU VOLENDAM 

I~ Oil ·22 00 
CT 

FKL 

-l f'riduy,Jurn:21 
PKL JNU DISNEY WONDER 

06:45-16 4.5 
AS JNU AMSHRD/\M 

UR:OU-J:2:00 
CT IJNU SEABOURN SOJOURN 

11:00-22:0f) 
AJI> JNU VOLENDAM 

D:00-!!:00 

FriJ;1y, June 211 

Am IJNU DISNEY WONDER 06:45-16:45 
Mi JNU /\SUKI\ II 

011:00-17:00 
CT JNU VOLENDAM 

1):00-2200 
FKL !NU GRAND PRINCESS 

D:30-22: 15 

Salur<lay Jm.t: X 

AJD IJNU NG St-:A LION !CT 06:00·2300 
/\S JNU CARN[V/\l LEGEND AS 

U7:00· l.5:00 
J-"Kl. JNU ISL. AND PRINCESS FKL 

011·00·21:00 
L.l !NU SEVEK SEAS MARJNF,R CT 

OQ 00-23:110 
JNU ST AR LEGE~D AJO 

II OO•!J:flO 

6;1lunlay. Jun;: 15 
AJD IINU NG QUEST IVf 

06 U0-23:00 
CT JNU CARNIVAL I.FGl:NO AS 

U7 00- !5:00 

NO 

FKL 

CT 

AS 

JNU SEAROUkN SOJOURN AJI) 
08 ()()-20:00 

JNU CORAi. PRINCESS FKI. 
lllt00-21 :00 

JNtJ SEVEN SEAS M,\RJNER (.I 
I0:00·23UU 

JNU RF,G,\ rrA ACT 
11:00-l'HHI 

S:1lu1day June 22 
fNU NG SEA LION (CT 

06 00-23 00 
JNU CARNIVAL LEGEND AS 

07:00· 15:UO 
JNU SIL VER MUSE ND 

07:00-1100 
INU ISLAND PRINCESS FKL 

OMOU-!I 00 
JNU SF.VEN SEAS MARlNl:R CT 

09 00-2) 00 
JNU REGATTA ACT 

13 00-:?J:00 

Snlur<ll,y Junc19 

AJD IINU NCI QUEST (VF 06:00-23 00 
AS JNU CARNIVAi. LEGEND AS 

07:00-1500 
CT 1NU CORAL i'iUN"CESS FKL 

08:00-21110 
FKL JNU SEVEN SEAS MARINER CT 

IU:U0-23!"t 

f;~lurdny July 6 
AS JNU OISNf:Y WONDER /\JO l''""'·J,ly5 /NU LE SOLEAT, AJD 

06:00-1):15 O(i:00-21 OU 
CT JNU REGA TT A fKL JNU NG SEA LION JCT 

0700-16:00 fM,;00·:?JOO 
AJD 1NU SEVEN SEAS MARrNF.R AS JNU CARNIVAL LEGEND AS 

10 00-23 00 07 00-15 00 
FKL JNU VOLENDAM CT }NU CRYSTAL SYMl'HONY ACT 

I) 00·2.! 00 011:0()· 1~:00 
JNll ISLAND PRINCESS FKL 

08 00-21:00 
JNU SIL VER MUS~ CT 

08:30-11:30 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 Page 3 or6 
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SWlllay,July7 
JNU NG VENTURE 

06:00-2):00 
JNU CORAL PRrNCESS 

O(i;3U·l7:UO 

~unday, Julyll 
IVF I !NU SEABOURN SOJOURN 

U7:110·2J:OO 
FKL JNU RUBY PRINCESS 

11 :110 -22: 15 
JNU RADIANCEOFTllE SEA AJD fNU NIELTW AMSTERDAM 

13:00·22:00 09:00-21:00 
JNU OVATION OF SEAS 

12:00-21 00 
JNU AZAMARA. QUEST 

13:30•2}:00 

Suncby July 14 
JNU ISLAND Pk.JNCESS 

06:]0·1700 
JNU MILLENNIUM 

09:00·21 uu 
fl,.,lJ OVATIONOFSEAS 

12:00·21:00 
INU SILVER MUSE 

l2:UU-23:00 

Sumfay. July 21 
JNU NG VENTIJRE 

06:00-23:00 
INU CORAL PRINCESS 

U6:3U· 17:0U 
JNU VI KING ORION 

08:00-17:00 

AS lfNU l!UROOAM 
!3 00·23:00 

CT JNU SOLSTICE 
J3 )0 •22 :00 

Mulllby Jul} 15 
FKL JNU RUBY PRJNCl,:SS 

II 00·??:IS 
AJU JNU NIEUW AMS rEROAM 

1300 ·22:00 
AS JNU C!IJRODAM 

1):00·23:00 
CT JNU SOLSTICE 

13:3U•22:00 

tv'lun1fay, July 22 
[VF IJNU SEAI30URN SOJOURN 

08:00-20:00 
FKL JNU RURY PRINC~S 

! !:00·22:15 
CT JNU NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

JNU RADlANCEOFTHESEA AJO 
!3:00·22:UO 

JNl! EURODAM 
13 OO•l]:OII 

AS \ JNU SOLSTICE 
09:00-21 uu 

Th'U OVATIONOFSEAS 
12:00·]1:00 

Su!Wy. July 28 
JNU ISLAND PRINCESS 

06:)0· 17:00 
JNU MILLENNIUM 

09:00-21:00 
JNU SJL VER MUSE 

09:00-'.!J:OO 
JNU OVATION OF SEAS 

12:UU·21:0U 
JNU GRAND PRINCESS 

13:30·'.!200 

Sund.1y, AUl!;U1t 4 
JNU NG VENTilRE 

()(,:00·23:00 
rNU CORAL l'RINCESS 

06:J0· 17:00 

13 30·22:00 

Monday. July 29 
FKL 1NU RUBY PRl1'CF.SS 

II 00·22:IS 
AJI) JNU REGATTA. 

1)00·21:00 
CT JNU NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

13 00•22:00 
AS JNU EURODAM 

1):00·2):00 
ACT JNU SOLSTICE 

13:)0·22:00 

Mund~y. Aui::u~l S 
CT IJNU RUBY PRINCESS 

11 :00-22: 15 
FKL JNU NIWW AMSTERDAM 

!3:00·2Hl0 
]NU RADIANCEOFTHESEA AJD 1NU EURQDAM 

1100·2):00 09:00·::!l 00 
JNU OVATIONOFSEAS 

12:00-21 un 
AS IJNU SOLSTIC[ 

IJ 30 ·22:00 

I 0:29 Priday, January 04, 2019 

Tut9d.ay, July 9 
ACT JNU NG SEA BIRU 

06:00-23:00 
FKL JNU NORWEGIAN JOY 

U7:UU·l.3:30 
CT JNU MfLLENNIUM 

07:00-21:30 
AS Jl',,:'lJ ROYAL PRrNC£SS 

OS:00·2!15 
AJD JNU ST AR LEGENU 

12:00-20:on 

fKL 

JNU OOSTERDAM 
ll:00·21:00 

JNU NORWEGIAN BLIS'i 
14:.30-23:00 

Tue,oday, July 16 
JNU NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00·13 30 

IWci.lni:~day, July 10 
ICT JNU GOI DEN PRINCESS 

06:30·17:(Hl 
AID JNU VIK.ING ORJON 

I 

11s,uo-1nu 
AS JNU GRANlJ PRINCESS 

OQIJ0-22:30 
r:KL J'NU NOORDAM 

10:00·22:00 
ACT JNU STAR l'RrNCESS 

12:Ju-2215 
CT 

AJO 

AJD 
Wo.-dnes<L1y July 17 
1Nll ROYAL PRJNCESS 

06:J0· 17:00 
CT JNU RAIJIANCEOFTHESEA AS JNU CRYSIAI.SYMPHONY 

07:00-21 30 
AS JNU GOLDEN PRJNCl:SS 

OH:00-21:15 
AJD JNU OOSTERDAM 

B:00·21 :00 
JNU NORWEGl,\N ALISS 

14:30·23:00 

fui;sday, July 23 
ACT fNU NORWF.GIAN JOY 

07:00· 13:)0 
FKL JNU MILLENNIUM 

U7:ll0·21:30 
CT Jl\>1.i ROYAL PRINCESS 

08:00·2))5 
AS JNU 00S TERDAM 

13:0U-2l:UU 
AJD JNU NORWEGIAN ALISS 

14:30 -'.D :OO 

ruatL,y July 30 
FKL Jll,:"li KORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00·]) )0 

117:0fl• l311U 
f-KL JNU AZAMARA QUEST 

09:00·2):00 

CT rU W,S CF,Rll,\M 
IO:U0-22:00 

AID J'NU STAR l'RrNCESS 
\2J0·22:IS 

W~i.lni;~day, July 2-4 
MD JNU GOLDEN l'RlNCESS 

O(i:)0-17:00 
AS JNU AZAMARA QUEST 

0900·12:30 
f.KL INU NOORDAM 

l0:00·22:00 
CT JNV STAR PRINCF.SS 

12:)0-22]5 
AJD 

W«lnc@y.Julyll 

AID J,TNU ~2;~~\f!}ANCESS 

/\CT JNU Rr\Dll\ NCl-.OrTHESEA AS }NU SEABOURN SOJOURN 
07:00· 17 uo 07:00-21:JO 

CT JNU VIKING ORION 
08:00-17:30 

AS JNU GOLDEN PRINCESS 
Ok:00·21:15 

AJD JNU OOSTERDI\M 
13:00·21:00 

JNU NORWEGIAN BLISS 
14:3U·2J:UU 

'ruc1tcfay. August 6 

FKL l}NU NORWF.GIAN JOY 
07 00· 13:30 

CT JI\U MlLLENNIUM 
07:00-2130 

AS JNll ROYAL PRINCESS 
CIB:00-21 IS 

AJD JNU OOSTERDAM 
l.l:00·21:011 

JNU NORWF.GIAN BLISS 
14:30 ·2] :00 

ACT ITNU WFST'ERDAM 
l0:00-22:00 

FKL JNU STAR PRINCESS 
12:)0-22: 15 

CT 

AID 

Wcdnc~tfay, Augu~t 7 

AJD IINU GOL DEN.PRJNCESS 
0G 30-17·00 

AS !NU NOORDAM 
10 00·22:00 

FKL mu ST AR PRrNCESS 
1230-22:15 

CT 

AJD 

I 

Thurstl<1y, July 11 

FKL IJNU NORWEGl-'\N JF.WEL 07:00-1]:15 
ACT JNU ECLIPSE 

IJ7:]U·2U:OU 
AJD JNU WESTERDAM 

08:00 • I ~:OU 
CT JNU AMSTERDAM 

I-IUU-23:00 
AS 

Thursday. July 18 
FKL JNlJ ErlfPSE 

07:)0·20:00 
AJU JNU NOORl>AM 

(~(Ill· llUJO 
ACT JNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

I 1:00-21:00 
CT JNU GRA:-,:1) PRl/\'.CESS 

1):]0·22.:00 
AS 

Thur~day. July 25 

FKL l,INU NO. RWEGlAN JEWEL 07'()1)·13:15 
AJD JNU ECLIPSF 

U7·3U·2U:OO 
CT JNU WESTERDAM 

OIi 00 • l~:00 
AS JNU CARNIVAi LEG\:ND 

l-l:OU-22:UU 

Thul'W.,y. Augusl I 

fKL ITh;lJ ~CLIYSE 07 )0·20:00 
,\JI) JNU NOORDAM 

US:UO·J!l:UO 
CT JNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

11:00-21:00 
AS JNU CRYS rAL SYMPMONY 

12:00·:ll:OU 

Thum.lay, Augu~I S 

fKL 'JNU NORWEGIAN n=:wm., 07 00· 13:15 
CT JNU ECLIPSE 

07 30·20:00 
AS JNU WESTERnAM 

o.~ 00- li!:00 
JNU GRAND PRJNCESS 

O.'HKl-21:00 

1

Fri,d<1y, July 12 
AJD JNU l)ISNEY WONDER 

0600-liOO 
AS JNU REGATTA 

l l:00· l'l OU 
er JNU VOLENDAM 

1):00-22:00 

ml 
FriJ:1y. July l'J 

AS IJNl) ~~~~1,~J~" 
l T INU AMS rERDAM 

Ol!:00·;!;!:0U 
AJO INII REGATTA 

1200-BOO 
FKL JNU VOLENDAM 

D:UU-2200 

I
Frklav. Julv 2fi 

A.ID JNU, DISNEY WONDER 
0645-1645 

AS JNU S rAR LEGEND 
07:UU· 15:00 

t);i tunlay, July D 

AJD rU NG OUEST CT 
06:UU·2J:(IO 

AS JNU CARNIVAL LEGEND AS 
U7:0U• 15":UO 

CT rNU CORAL l'RlNCESS FKL 
US:00·21 00 

Sa1unJ.,y July 20 

ICT I/NU LE SOU:AL A.JO o6:UU· IR 00 
AS JNU NCT SEA LION ICT 

o6:UU·23 00 
All) JNU CI\RNIVI\L LHi[NI> AS 

07 OO· lS:00 
CT JNU SEVEN SEI\S MARIII.ER Cr 

us 00• 17:00 
JNU ISLAND PRINCESS !'KL 

08:00·21 00 
JNU S11. VER MUSP, ALI 

US:3U•2230 

FKL JNU CORAL PRINCESS 
Ol!:O()•lJ:00 

AS 

FKL 

Saturdny.July27 

AJD IJNU NG QUEST 0G 00•23 00 

AS JNU SEVEN SEAS MARINF.R CT 
10:00·2300 

CT IJNU CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 
07:00-19 00 

FKL JNU VOI.ENDAM Cl 
LUXJ-22:0U 

FrW.by. Augtm 2 

AS IINU DlSNEY WONDER 06:4.5·1(,4,5 
n JNU AMS rERD!\M 

OH:00·:!:!:00 
AJD }NU STAR LEGEND 

1200-2000 
FKL JNU VOi 1-:NDAM 

IJ:UU·22 00 
J':'JV AZ,\MARA QUEST 

l):30·23:00 

i friday, August 9 
/\JD JNU DISNEY WUNDER 

OG45"·1645 
A.S JNU VOLENDAM 

CT 

FKL 

IJ 00·22 00 

Satunl.1y AuM\)~t 3 
AJ[J INU NGSF./\UON ICT 

06:00·2) 00 
AS JNU CI\RNIV!\L LEGEND AS 

07 00• 15:00 
ACT ,r.,ru LF. SOLEAL AJ[J 

07:00· lS:OO 
CT JNU ISLa\ND PRINCESS /'KL 

OS 00·2l:OO 
FKL JNU SILVER MUSE ACT 

Ol!:30·2230 
JNU SEVEN SE/\5 MARIN\:R CT 

U'l:UU•2J(JU 

S~\urd:1y, Aui:;usl 10 

AJD IJNU ii(;O~~fl~ 
CT JNU CARNIVAL LEGENO 

IVF 

AS 
07 :t)(l• 15:00 

JNU VCKTNG ORlON 
OS:00 · li 00 

JNU CORAL PRl;'\CESS 
IJIIU0·21(10 

AJO 

nu. 
1NU SEVEN SEAS MARINER CT 

)()00•2)00 
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Slfti;)', ...,~;1 II 

JNU fi1~?,'.fs''l;liSS 
JNU MILLENNIUM 

09:Uf1·21:00 
,JNU OVATIONOFSEAS 

12 :00· 21:00 
JNU SU.VER MUSE 

12:U0·2HJU 

Sun.Jay. August IM 

Munday, All$\l~I 12 

FKL IJNU RURY PRINCESS 11 :00·22:JS 
AJD JNU NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

!]:00·22:00 
AS JNU EUROOAM 

JJ:00 •23:00 
CT JNU SOLSTICE 

1J:J0• 22:oo 

MunU.,y Aug.Oil 19 
JNU NG VENn.lR!: !VF JNU RUBY PRJNCESS 

06:00·23:00 11:00•22:IS 
INU NG SEA BIRD ICT JNU NIEUW AMS fERDAM 

U(,:0U·23:00 13:00·22:00 
JNU CORAL rRJNCESS FKL JNU EURODAM 

06:30·17:00 IJ:00•23:00 
JNU GRAND PRINCESS CT JNU SOLSTIC~ 

U8:UU·21:30 l3:JU•22:UU 
JNU RADIANCE OF THE SEA AJD 

09:00-21 00 
JNU OVATIONOFSEAS AS 

12:00·21:00 

Sundny. August 25 
JNU ISLAND PRJNCESS 

06:30-17:00 
JNU MILLENNIUM 

U9:U0·21:01) 
JNU OVATION OF SEAS 

12:00-21:00 
JNU SILVER MUSE 

12:00·23:00 

Sullu.ly. S,:plcmb,:r 1 
JNU NG VENnJ RE 

0(-i:00·23:00 
JNU CORAL PRINCESS 

06:30· 17 00 

Mominy, Aogu~t 26 

FKL IJNU RUBY PRJNCI3SS 11 :00 ·22:IS 
AJll JNU NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

IJ:00•22:00 
AS JNU EURODAM 

13:00-23:00 
CT JNU SOLSTICF. 

13:30-22:00 

Monday. Septcniber 2 

CT IJNU RURY PRJNCESS 
11:00·22:JS 

!'KL INU NIEUW AMSTERDAM 
13 00·22:00 

JNU RADIANCE OF THE SEA AJD JNU EUROOAM 
09:00-21:00 

JNU OVATIONOFSEAS 
12:00-2 1:ou 

Surio:fay. S,:pt,:mhi:r 8 
JNU ISLAND PRINCESS 

06:)0-17:00 
JNU OVATIONOFSEAS 

12:00· 21:00 
JNU SrtVERMUSE 

12:00·23:00 

13 00·23:00 
AS IJNU SOLSTICE 

13:]0 •22:00 

Monda)'. Scplcmbl:r 9 

FKL IJNU RUBY PRJNCESS I 1:00·22:lS 
AS JNU NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

13:00•22:00 
CT JNU EUROOAM 

13:00·2]:00 
;JNU SOLSTICE 

!3:30·22:00 

10:29 Friday, January 04, 2019 

Tu1,"S(.lay, Au~usl 13 Wi.:.lnt:~foy, Aug:u:.t 14 
AJD IJNU ROYAL PRINCl:SS 

06:30-17:00 
CT JNU RADI/\NCEQFTHESE/\ AS 

FKL IJNU NORWEGIAN JOY 07:00·IJ:J0 
JNU CRYSTAL SYMl'HONY 

U7:0U· IS:OO 07:00-21 :30 
AS Jr-;1J SEABOURN SOJOURN 

07:00-2):00 
AJD .fNlJ GOLDEN P1UNCESS 

08:00-21:IS 

FKL 

CT 

AS 

AJD 

f-KL 

JNU OOSTERDAM 
1):00·21 :l>ll 

JNU NORWEGIAN RUSS 
14:30-:BOO 

T11c~y. Au,usf 2U 
)NU NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00-13:30 
JNU MILLl::NNlUM 

U7:U0·21 :3U 
)NU ROYAL PRINCESS 

08:00-21:15 
JNU OOSTEROAM 

13:U0-21 :00 
.ll\1..i NORWEGIAN EILISS 

14:]0·2] 00 

Trn:~dny, Aogu~t 11 
JNU NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00· ll;JO 

ACT IJNU WESTERDAM 
10:00·22:UO 

FKI. JNU ST AR l'RlNCF.S$ 
12:30·22:15 

CT 

AJD 

W~ilne!J;1y. Au1_1us1 21 
AJD JNU OOLDEN PRJNCt:.SS 

06:)0 • 17:00 
hS JNU NOORDAM 

IU:00·22:U0 
FKL .fNlJ STARPIUNCESS 

12:30-22:15 
er 

AID 

W-.:Unc~dny Augu'it 28 
AID IJNU NG SEA AIRD 

06:00-23:UO 
CT IJNU RAlJIANCEOFTH ESF,A AS 

U7:00-21:JU 
AS JNU GOLDEN PRINCESS 

08:00-21:15 
AJD JNU OOSTl::ROAM 

13:UU-21:00 

JNU ROYAi. rRINCESS 
U6:3f) · 17UU 

FKL IJNU SEABOURN SOJOURN 0R:00-20:00 
C"T JNU GR.AND P.RINCl::SS 

,JNU NORWEGIAN BLISS 
14:30·23:00 

"ru~1y, Sept~mhcr 3 
FKL IJNU NORWEGIAN JOY 07:00-13:30 
C1 JNU MILLENNIUM 

07:00-16 uo 
AS rNU ROYAL PIUNCI:SS 

~:00·2115 
AJD JNU OOSTERl)AM 

IJ:()(1 ·21 :UU 
.Jll,.i1J NORWEGIAN BLISS 

14:J0-23:00 

Tucsday. 5-.:plcn-.b.:r JO 

FKL IJNU NORWF.GIAN JOY 07:00-13:30 
CT JNU GOLDEN PRJNCESS 

0K:fHl·21 :l!i 
AS ~'U OOSTF.RDAM 

13:00·2!:00 
AJlJ JNlJ NORWEGIAN BLISS 

14:30-2300 

u11.·uo-21·uu 
AJD JNU WESTERDAM 

10:00-22:00 
JNU STAR PRINCESS 

l23U·H:15 

W.-.drn:~:lay, S.:plm1hc1 4 

AJD IJNU CiOLDEN PRINCESS Q(i:30· 17:00 
AS JNU SEABOURN SOJOURN 

08:00-22:00 
FKL JNU NOORDAM 

I0:00·22:00 
CT JNU Sf AR PRINCF.SS 

12:JU-22 15 
Affi 

Wo:d1,i.:sd.-1y, Scplcmb.:r II 
AID lJNU ROYAL PRINCESS 

0630·17:00 
FKL JNU WESTERDAM 

1000·22:00 
CT J'Nll STAR PRrNCESS 

12:30-22:15 
AID 

Thu1~y. AU!?USI 1:i 

FKL IJNU ECLIPSE 07:)0-20:00 
AID JNU NOORDAM 

Wl:00-18:00 
CT JNU NORWE(ilAN JEWEL 

II 00·21;00 
AS 

1lmNb) Augu~• 22 
FJ<L J>,'IJ m',~'~l'f~N JL'WU, 
er JI\U ECllPSE 

U7:]U·20:00 
AS Jhll WI3STERDAM 

011:0U- I ~:00 

1huml11y. Augu~t 29 

JCT IJNU ECLIPSE 0i:30-20:00 
FKI. J NU NOORDAM 

0.'UNl• lg;UU 
ACT JNU CRVSTALSYMPHONY 

09:00-18:00 
AJll JNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

! !:U0-21:0U 
AS 

CT 

ThuNI.Liy, September S 

FKL IJNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 0700-13:\S 
,\JD JNU ECl IPSF 

0730-20:00 
CT INU WESTERDAM 

0/100·]8:00 
AS JNU CRYSTALSYMPHONY 

13:00 ·22:0U 

Thur,ic.by. Scple~r 12 

FKL IJNU ECLIPSE 07 :]fl -20:00 
CT JNU NOORDAM 

UN:OO · IM:00 
AS JNU NORWEGIAN JEWF.L 

11 00·21:00 
JNU CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 

IJ0U-22:00 

Frllo)·. Au~u!>L lt, 

AS IJNt.; !)ISNEY WONDER 
06:45-16:45 

CT JNU ,\MSTERnAM 
0~:00·:!2:UU 

AJD JNU VOLE;\TIAM 
1):00•22:0U 

I r,,L\r, "'US- u 
AID J~ UISN\.'Y "if!\Ul.:k 

1)6 • .IJ• 16 
AS NU REGAffA 

11 :00• 18 00 
CT f.\tt,i CkYSTAL SYMPI IONY 

12 :00-22 :00 
J\."U VOi F.NDAM 
j IJ:00-22:00 

Friday. Augu,t 30 

AS IJNU DISNEY woNnER 06:00-13 15 
er JNU AMS rt:RDAM 

0~:00·2:!:00 
fKL JNU REGATTA 

12:00 ·2) 00 
AJD JNU VO1.ENDAM 

D:00•22 oo 

Fridny, Scplen1bi:r 6 

AJD IJNU l)]SNEY WONDER 06:45·16:45 
AS JNU srAR LEGEND 

07:00·22:00 
CT JNU VOLENTIAM 

1):00·12 00 
FKL JNU GRANOPRINCESS 

13:.30·22:)0 

FriJ~y. S~pLcmbcr 13 
AS JNU DISNEY WONDER 

OG:OU· IJ: 15 
CT JNli AMSTERDAM 

0~:00·2.2:00 

FKL JNU VOLENDAM 
IJ:00·22:00 

AJD !JNt.; ISLAND P. RINCESS 11 :00· IK·00 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

s~1unfay, Au~u111 17 
AJD IJNU NG SEA LlON ICT 

06:00-23:00 
AS JNU STAR Ll:GEND ACT 

07:00· 1$ OU 
CT JNU CARNIVAL LEGEND AS 

07:UU• ISOU 

AJO 

hS 

FKL 

lT 

JNU ISLAND PRINCESS FKI. 
UR:00·21 00 

JNU SILVl:RMUSI.: AJO 
0R:J0·!!)0 

1Nll SF.VEN SEAS MARINER CT 
09 00·23 00 

Sa\uul.sy Alll!,U.'I 24 
JNU NG QUEST lVI' 

06:00·23:00 
JNU CARNIVAL LEGEND AS 

07:00· 15:UO 
JNU CORAL PRINCESS FKL 

UM:00•21 :00 
JNU SEVEN SEAS MARINER CT 

1U:0U·2J:(l(J 
JNU STAR U:GEND A.Ill 

12:00-2000 

Saturdny, Augu~r 3 I 

AJD IJNU CARNIVAL LEGEND AS 07:00· 15:00 
AS JNU ISi.ANO PRINCESS f)(L 

011:00·21:INI 
FKL JNU SIL VER MUSE AJO 

0SJU-22:30 
CT JNU SF.Vr.N SEAS MARINER CT 

09 00·23 00 

Sntun!.:.,y Scpl~mher 7 
A ID IJNlJ CORAL PRINCESS r.J<.L 

08:00-2100 
AS JNU SEVEN SEAS MARINER CT 

CT 

FKI. 

JO:OO·B :UU 

",:1lurd;1y. S..:pl-.:mbo:.:r 14 
AJD IJNU CARNIVALLEGF.ND FKL 

07:00- 1600 
AS JNU SEVEN SEAS MARINER CT 

tJ:oo-:n oo 
FKL 

CT 
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SumJay, Scplc:rrbc1 JS 
JNU CORAL PRINCESS 

06:30-17:00 
JNU OVATION OF SEAS 

12:00-21:UU 

'Sun<l.iy Scplcmbcr 22 
JNU ROY AL PRJNCESS 

09:00-22:00 

Siu.by, 'S.:p1cmln:r 29 

Mon<l:iy, Scptc:mbtr lb 
FKI. IJNU RUBY PRINCF.SS 

J 1:00-22:15 
AS JNU NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

lJ;OQ-22:00 
JN1J J:::URODAM 

13:00·23:00 

Munday, September 23 
FKL IJNU CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00-16:00 
JNU NIEUW AMS fERDAM 

13:00-22:00 
fNU EURODAM 

13:00-22:00 
JNU NORWEGIAN JOY 

15:00-23:UU 

~ . Scptc:etbtt30 
JNU 1'¥1kWIXllMl JOY 1s@-uw 

10:29 Friday, January 04, 2019 

1"tx,-stlay. Sc!)h:mlx,,- 17 
FKL IJNU NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00-13:30 
CT JNU OOSTF.RDAM 

IJ:00·21:UU 
AS JNU NOORDAM 

1):00-22:00 
JNU NORWEGIAN BLISS 

14:30·23:UO 

Tuc~Ui1y, S<::plcrnbc1 24 
FKL JNU OOSTERDAM 

13:00•11:00 
C,"T JNU WESfERDAM 

13:UU-22:UU 
AS JNU NOORDAM 

13:U0-22:00 
AJI) JNU NORWEGIAN BLISS 

l4:3U-23:00 

Tuc~day 0.:tobt:r I 
AS IJNU SEAROURN SOJOURN 

0700-2}:()0 
JNU \VESTEROAM 

13:00-23:00 

W1:tlni.iillny, ~pknt,~1 I lf 

AJD IJNU 00. I.DEN PRINCESS 06:)0-17:00 
CT JNU STAR LEGEND 

07:00·22.00 
AS JNU GRAND PRINCESS 

OS·IIO·H: IS 
AID JNU ST/\R PRfNCESS 

12:30-22:30 

W1:clri<::~<lny, Scplcmb.:1 25 
FKL IJNU NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

14:00-22:00 
AS 

CT 

Am 

W~ O~bo2 

CT 1~1J :i~filt.•r~IJL\\n. 
AS 

ThurSlfay, Scpl~n,b.:-r 19 
FKI. IJNU NORWf.CilAN JEWEL 07:00-13:15 
,\JO ]NU SEABOURN SOJOURN 

07:UU-23:00 
CT JNU ECLIPSE 

07:)0-20:00 
AS JNU WESTERJ)AM 

U80fl·JS:OO 

Thur~clny, S..:pl<::rnbcr 26 
CT 

Thw~d1y Ocmbo 3 
CT 

r:ri..h1y,S,;pl.:mlx:rZU 
AJIJ •JNU CR\' STAL SYMPHONY AS 

' 10:00-23:00 
CT ,JNU CORAl. PRINCESS FKL 

' 12:00-21:15 
AS INU VOLENDAM CT 

lj;()() -22:00 
FKL 

Fri<l11)·, Scplcmbt:r 27 

F,i<l(1y, 0L111bp 4 

- -- _._ ----

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

Salu11..hty, Sc:pL1.:mbtl1 21 
JNU Sl-:VEN SF.AS MARINER CT 

11:00-20:00 

S~lurJ;iy Scplcmbe1 211 

S1hm1.ly. Omibo 5 
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Sunday, April 111 

511!!J;ry May S 

Sund.1y. May 12 
SKG ISLAND PRJNCESS 

07:00·'.!.030 

Sund:i.y, May 19 
SKG CORAL PRINCESS 

07:IJO·::!.O:JO 

Suntfay~ May 26 
SKG ISLAND PRINCESS 

07:00·20:JO 

Sunday, June 1 
SKG CORAL PRfNCESS 

07:00-10 30 

Sunday, Jun~ 9 
SKG fSLAND PRINCESS 

OS:3D·20:30 
SKG SEVF.N SEAS MARINER 

07:00· 14:00 
SKG AZAMARA QUEST 

07:00-17:00 
SKG CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 

07:00-18:00 

Monthly, Aprit 2,; 
SKG RlJB\' PRINCESS 

07:00-20:30 

Mnntfoy, M;i.y r, 

Monday. May 13 
RRf ISKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

07:00·15:00 
SKG ECLIPSE 

08:00·2l:llO 

Moniliiy.M:i.y20 
RRF ISKG MILLENNIUM 

U7:U0·20:JO 
SKG OVATIONOFSEAS 

07:00·20:30 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

09:0U• lll:OO 

Tu~lay, April JO 
RRF I SKG NORWEGIAN JOY 

07:00-20:15 

fut:sday t-fay 7 
SKG NOKWTi(ilAN JOY 

07:00-20:15 
SKG NIEUW AMSTF.RllAM 

07:00-21:00 

ruc;u.,y. t.fay 14 
BRD ISKG RUJW PRINCESS 

06:30·20:15 
RR/\ SKG SOl S"r)CE 

IH:OO·lll:00 
SKG ?,.1EUW AMSTERDAM 

07:0ll·21:00 

Tuc,;day May 21 

RRF IS KG ROYAL PRINCESS 
U5:3U·:!O:JO 

RR.A SKG SOLSTICE 
07:00·ltUIO 

BRD SKG RUBY PRINCESS 
07:00·20:IS 

SKG NII:UW AMSTER.DAM 
07:00-21:00 

Mond.1y M~y 27 ITucW~y M~y 2/l 
RRF ISKG OVATION Of SfAS RR/\ SKG GOLDEN PRINL'.ESS 

07 OO·Z0:30 OSJ0-20:30 
SKG RADIANCE OF nlE SEA llRF SKG SOLSTICE 

0700·20:)0 07:00· 18:00 

Monday, June) 
RRf ISKG QUEEN ELIZABETH 

07:00 · JR:lJO 
SKG MILl,f.NNIUM 

07:00·.W:30 
SK.G OVATIONOFSEAS 

07:00•20:30 

SKG RUBY PRINCESS 
07:UO·ZO JS 

SKG Nll!U\V AMSTERDAM 
07:00-21:00 

Ttx.':lllay, Juno.: -4 
BRO ISKG ROYAL l'RrNCESS OS:30·20;30 
RRf SKG S0l STICE 

07:00·18 00 
RRA SKG RUBY PRJNCESS 

07:00•2015 
SKG NIF.UW AMSTERDAM 

07:00•21 00 

, ..... y. '""' 10 1fo,<l,,y, 1"0< II --
RRf '-XG :~'Etfl~ BRO SKG ~f3~~~~JlJNCESS 

OR.E $KG OVATIONOFSEAS RRA SKG SOLSTICE 
07:00·20:lO 07:00· IR:OO 

RRA ~G RADIANCEOl'THESEA RJlF SKG RUBYPRlNCESS 
07:00•20:30 07:00 ·20: 15 J .. :ll~i,w~ •· = w~r~-'" 

Wi:tlnealty Mty I 
RRA 

W.:Uni.~il;1y, May l! 
RRA '3 KG NORWEGfANBLISS 

I 07:00·2lll5 
RRF 

WL-<lr,c,;cJ,,y, May 15 
RRF 15 KG ROYAL PRJNCESS l1Ci00·20:30 
RRA '3KG MlLLF.NNIUM 

07 00· 16:0ll 
BRD $KG NORWEGIAN BllSS o, 00·20:15 

ThurS<.by. May.! 
SKG CARNIVAL U~GEND 

07:00-20:00 

Thursifay. May 9 
RkA ISKG CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00-20:00 

lhur,;1fay. May 16 

RRF ISKG Wl!STERDAM 07 00· 16:00 
ORF. SKG ST/\R PRINCESS 

07:W·17:00 
RR.A SKG NOORDAM 

0700-21:00 

WL-dncsd:iy MayZZ ~ur,1ct.ly. M3y2J 
RRF ISKG GOLDEN PRINCESS BRI) SKG STAR PRINCESS 05:30·2030 07:0()•17:UO 
RM SKG RADIANCE OF T)fE Sl!A OM.E SKG WESTl.!Rlli\M 

07:00-16:)0 07:00·21:00 
ORE SKG NORWEGIAN JOY RR/\ St-G DISNF.Y WONDER 

07:00·17:UO U715·J\l:4S 
BRO SKG NORWEGIAN BLISS RRF 

07:00·20:15 

Wcdncl'd.iy, Mny 2'1 
RRF SKG 1\7.AM/\RA QUEST 

0<,:00·lh]0 

llKA I SKG ~6t.1t}6NCESS 

ORE ISKG MILLENNIUM 
07:00• 16 UO 

BRO SKG NORWEGJAN BllSS 
07:00·20:IS 

ThuN:J,,y M.ay 30 

BRO IS KG sr,,R PRINCESS 07:00-17:00 
RRf SKG NOOIWAM 

ONI0-21:00 
ORE SKG DISNEY WONDER 

0715·!9:-45 
RR.A SKG Sl!VEN SEAS MAIUKER 

08·(1(1-18:00 

Wcdsx:sd.1y. Jw,c 5 Thuml~y. June 6 
RRf IS KG GOLDI:N PRINCE~s BRO SKG STAR rrur..:cEss 05:'.\0·J.tUO 0700•17:00 
RRA SKG RAOI/\NCE OF THE SEA ORE SKG WF.STf:RDA,\1 

07·00· 16:30 07 00-11:00 
ORE SKG NORWEGIAN JOY RR.A SKG OJ~NEY WONDER 

07 00· 17:00 07 15 • 19:45 
BRD SKG NORWEGJANBLISS RRF 

0700·2015 

W,:dn~:t<lay, June 12 
RRf IS KG ROYAL i'RJNCESS ()(1:00·:!0:30 
RRA SKG MILLENNIUM 

0700· 16:00 
ORE SKG NORWC:GIAN BLISS 

0700<20:15 
BRD 

Thur.Jay. June 13 
RRF l:r;;KG ST AR PRJNCESS 07:00• 17:00 
ORE SKG NOORJ)AM 

07:00·21:00 
R.R.A 5KG OISNJ;Y WONUER 

07:!5•19:45 

10:30 Friday, January 04, 2019 Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

IFtil.iy, May ~ 
RRF SKG STAR PRINCESS I ,,,,,-20,, 

frd1y, M;;iy 10 
RRf !~ KG GRAND PRINCESS 

06:30-20:45 
SKG GOLl)EN PRINCESS 

07:t.10-20:31} 

Fri<l:ty, May 17 
BRO ISKG CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00·:!0:00 
RRA 

RRF 

Frio.fay. Mny 24 
RR,\ SKG QUEl::N ELIZABETH 

I 
0700·1800 

llRf SKG C/\R.\/IVAL LEGl3ND 
07;00·2000 

ORF. SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 
m;uu·WtJo 

f-nday. Muy 31 

RRA ISKG GRAND P.RINCESS 06:00 • :!O· JO 
llKF SKG NORWEGIAN Jl:WEL 

07:00-1700 
BRO SKG CARNIVA L LEGEND 

07:00·21:0U 
ORIJ. SKG VlKTNG ORION 

0~:00· Jll:OO 

Frid!.y,Jur,.;7 
RRA ISKG CARNIVAL LEGENl) 

07:00·:?l 00 
RR!:' SKG Rf:GATTA 

OK:00· 1600 
ORE SK.Ci NORWEC.IAN Jl:W[L 

OR:00·2000 

Frio.lay. Jun,,: l-l 
RRA SKG NORWEGIAN JEWllL 

07:00• 17 00 
RRF ISKG OUF.F.N ELlZARf:TH 

07:00•2000 
ORE SKG CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07 00•:?1 00 

S:.ilunlay May~ 
RRF ISKG ISi AND PRINCF.SS 

07:00-20:30 

$aran!li1 Ml!) ti 
RJlJ' ISK'" ('UML 1'Xl~l~S. (1100•!0)0 
RRA SKG VOLENUAM 

l,7 00•21 l)J 

S1tmiJ.i:,-, M,';} IK 
RRF !)':tt;U ISLAND PRINCESS 

07:00-2030 
1S~G VOLtNOAM 

07:00-21:00 

~.lliJSWI.)', }U)' !S 
RRA l)'li;(i CORAL PRINCESS 

. 0700·20:30 
RRF .$1.!G VOLENOAM 

0700-21:00 
BRU 

~•1mlat -1 
RRA ISJ.:ti ISLANIJ PRINCESS 

07:00·20:30 
OR£ St:G VOLtNDAM 

07:00•21 uu 
RRF 

BRO 

S:tlUnlly. ,.- ,--

RRF 

RM 

RRF 

RRA 

RRF 

RRA 

RJlJ' 

RRA 

~ .. 

Rlll' ,~~r, g'f.M,i~<C'tSS RRA 

RRA Slri:Ci VOl ENDAM RRF 
07 00·21 00 

BRU 

~JI~ Ju,,,., IS-- ---
BRO ,,r;;,:(i i/1:l.ANU l'!Ut-lCE,8'( RRA 

11711"1 • :()'IO 
RRA $ti:G VOLENOAM RRf 

07 00<!.1 00 
RJU' 
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Sunday, June 16 \Munday, June 17 
SKG CORAL PRlNCF.SS RRF SKG MIL LF.NNIUM 

06:30-20:30 07:00-20:30 
SKG sEVENSl:ASMARrNER RRA '5KG OVATIONOFSl:AS 

07:00-17:00 07 :0U<:W:30 

TucKby, June lR 
RRF ISKG ROYAL PRINCESS 

05:)U-20:30 
RRA SKG SOLSTICE 

07:00· IIUlO 

Wednc:nlay, Jw'IC 19 lhu1sday. Jun: 20 
RRF SKG GOLDEN PRINCESS ARD SKG AMERICAN CON5TELI A 

OS:30·20:30 ·05:00 
RRA SKG R,\OIANCE OF THE SEA ORE SKG GRAND PRINCESS 

117:tlO· l(d0 0S:30·2U:30 

Suno:lay.Junc-!3 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

05:00-
SKG ISLAND PRINCESS 

0(,;00-20:JU 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

07:00· IS:OO 
SKG REGATTA 

07:UO- 17:00 

Sund.,y. June- JO 
SKG CORAL PRINCESS 

06:J0-20:30 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

07:00- 17:00 
SKG VIK.ING ORION 

0~:00-18 00 

~-- ,,,,. 7 
SKG ISLAND PRINCESS 

06:U0-20:30 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARrNER 

07:00-17:00 
SKG SILVER MUSE 

08:UO· l7:00 

Smxby, July 14 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

05:00-
SKG CORAL rRINCESS 

06:)0·'.!:0:30 
SKG CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 

10:00-20:00 

SunJay, July 21 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

O.i:00-
SKG LE SOLEAL 

06:00-19:00 
SKG JSLAND PRJNCESS 

06:00- 20:30 
SKG SIL VER MUSE 

0~:00- 17:00 

Sunday,July21! 
SKG CORAL PRINCESS 

06:30-20:30 
SKG SEVf.N SE,\S MARINER 

07:00·17:00 

Montfay, June 24 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

·05:00 
RRF 15KG QUEEN FLIZABETH 

07:00-20:00 
BRD SKG OVATION OF SEI\S 

07:00-20:30 

SKG RUBY ?Rl~CESS 
07:(JO-2U:IS 

SKG Nll:UW AMSTERl)AM 
07:00·21:IJO 

h1e:.~fay, June 25 
SKG GOLDEN PRJNC:ESS 

05:J0-20:JO 
BRO ISKG SOLSTICE 

07:00-18:UO 
RRA SKG RUBY rRINCESS 

07:00-:!0:lS 
RRA ISKG RAO!ANCEOFTIIESEA RRF 

07 OU-20:JO 
SKG Nlt:U\V AMS1 ERDAM 

07:l)U-21:00 

MonW\y. July 1 
RRf ISKG MILLE1''NIUM 07:00-20:30 
RRA SKG OVATION OF SF.AS 

U7:00-2U:3U 
BRD 5KG SILVER. MUSE 

08:00· 17:30 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

OX:J0-17:30 

~ond:ry, July8 

RkA SKG OVATION Of SEAS 
07:00•21):30 

Tuc.~.hly. July 2 
RRf ISKG ROYAL PRINCESS 

OS:30·2030 
RRA SKG SOLSTICt'. 

07:UU·lk.UU 
ORE SJCG RUBY l'RJNCI::SS 

07:00-:W:IS 
SKG ;><IEUW AMSTERI.MM 

07:00-2!00 

TuL'Sd;iy, July 9 
BRD 15KG 001.i)EN PRINCESS 

05:JfJ-21J:30 
RR.,-\ SKG SOlSTfCE 

07:00·111:1)0 

RRF' 16KG AlAMARA QUEST 07:00-17:00 

ORE SKG RAOIANCEOF 1 HESEA RRI' 
07:00-20:30 

SKG RUBY PRINCESS 
07:UO·:!U:IS 

SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 
0~:30-17:30 

f,,fonday. foly IS 
SKG A.MRRICAN CONSTELLA 

-05:00 
RRf ISKG MILLENNIUM 07:00-20:}0 
RR/\ SKG OVATIONOFSEAS 

07:rl0-20:30 
SKfi SJLVER MUSE 

08:00-17:30 

SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 
07:00-11:00 

:t-9'..tJ) Jajyl6 
SKO ROYAL PRINCESS 

05:)0-20:30 

RRf ~~G SOLSTfCI: 07:00· 11!:00 
RRA ):(l RUBY PRJNCF.SS 

07:00-20:1.i 
ORE Sl!:(i NIEUW AMSTER.DAM 

07:00-21:00 

ORE SKG NORWECilAN JOY RRA SKG STAR rRINCESS 
07:00· 17:00 07:0(1· 17:IJO 

BRD SKG NORWF.GIAN BLISS RRF SKG WESTF.RDAM 
07:00-20:15 07:0U-21:00 

SKG AMl:RICAN CONSTI:LLA SKG DISNEY WONDl:R 
Ofl:00· 07 .J~- 19 4S 

w~dl"C'lt.!.1y, June 26 
RRf SKG ROYAL PRINCESS 

OG:00·20 30 
RRA SKG M!U.~N~IUM 

U7:(I0· 16UU 
ORE SKG NORWEGlAN ffLISS 

07:00-20: !5 
BRO 

ThuNfay, Jure 27 

RRf ISKG STAR PRINCESS 06:J0-17:00 
OR~ SKG AZAMARA OUl-:ST 

07:IKl-17:00 
RRA SKG NOORDAM 

07:00-21:00 
SKG IJISNF.V WOND~R 

U7:1S·J9:45 

WL-<lncMliy, July 3 rhm,;tfoy, July 4 
RRF ISKG GOLOEN I'RlNCESS BRn SKG STAR PRINCESS OS:30·2030 0700-17:00 
RRA SKG R1\l)IANCl:OFTHESEA ORE SKG WESTERDAM 

07:UU· UdO 07:00·21:00 
ORE SKG NORWEGIAN JOY RRA SKG DISNEY WONDER 

0700· 17:00 07: IS· 19:45 
BRO SKG NORWHGJAN BUSS RRF SKG REGA HA 

U7:00·2U:!5 U'I OU· lq:30 

W .... '!!nL'S<lay July IU 

RRF 15KG ROYAL PRINCESS UG U0-20:30 
R.RA SKG MILLENNfUM 

07:0()-16:00 
ORE SKG CRYSl'AL SYM?IIONY 

07:00-16:30 
BRO SKG NORWEGJAX BLISS 

07:0IJ-20:15 

Thur!l(fay. July II 
RRF ISKG STAR PRINCESS 01 U()· 17:00 
OR(: SKG NOORDAM 

07:00 • 21 :00 
BRI) SKG VIKINGORION 

08:00-18:00 
RRA 

Wednesday July 17 Thurnfa)._ July IM 
RRI' !SKG GOLDEN PRINCESS RRD SKG Sf1\R PRINCESS 05 30·20:JO 07:00-17:00 
RRA SKG RADIANCE Of THE SEA ORE SKG WESTER DAM 

Q7:00· 16:l0 07 IMl-21:00 
ORF, SKG NORWEGIAN JOY RRA SKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

07:00-17:(IO OB 00· 111:00 
BRO SKG NORWEGIAN BUSS KRF 

07:00-20:15 

·-•-----J-
Mumfay, July 22 "l~ ht) .!) ·1 w1.:U11L~la)·, July :!4 
SKG AMl:~~~~cZ CONSTELLA s.:.n ~f!f..t.~llt--:CT.SS R.Rf SKG ~~Ji~1ri:~NCl::SS 

RRA SKG OVATION OF SEAS RRA $Ci SOI STJCF. RRA SKG MILLENNIUM 07:00-20:30 07:00-18:00 07:()()-16 00 = l~KG RADJANCEOPiHESEA. RRF S);.O RUBYl'RJNCESS OR.E SKG NORWEGIA.NBLISS 07:00-20:30 07:00-20:15 07:00-:!0 15 

Thursday, July 25 
RRf ISKG s r AR rRJNc1.::ss O(d0-17:00 
ORF. SKG i\l.AMARA QUEST 

07.00- 16:00 
RR.A SKG NOORDAM 

07:00-21:(MI 01u:! s.xa NJEUw A.MsTERDAM BRD [ 
07:00·:!l·OO 

6KG DISNEY WONDER 
07 : IS•IQ45 

MonU~y, July 29 
RRF ISKG MILLENNIUM 

07:00-20:30 
RRA SKG OVATJONOFSEAS 

0700-20:JO 
SKG SILVliRMUSE 

UR00-17:30 
SJ-::G VIKING ORION 

08:00· 18:00 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

08:30-17:30 

Tix.W) July 30 
RRF '(J.;c; ROYAL PRINCESS 

05:J0-20:JO 
RR.A ).');Ci SOL STICE 

07:00- 18:00 
ORE !a:.G RUBY PRINCESS 

07:00-20:1S 
EIRO ~G NIEUW AMSTEROAM 

07:00-21 00 

Wedne!<d~>·, J~ ~ ·.~1 
RRf SKG GOLDEN l'RJNCESS ll ~l1 ~:t-.:(1 STAl.t'R..t~S~ 

OS:30·:!0JO Or1,J41•T7.,W 
RR.A SKG R,\DrANCEOFTHESEA ORF. S):0 REGATTA 

07:00· 16 JO 07 00-16 00 
OR.£ SKG NORWEGIAN JOY RR.A t>.;(: WESTEROAM 

07:00· 17 00 07 UU-21:00 
BRO SKG NORWEGlANBLISS RRF S):(i DJSt,,:EY WUNDER 

07:00- 20: 15 07 JS - !C~:45 

Fri.Jay, Jurw.: 21 
SKG CARNIVAL LEGEND 

07,0IJ-21:00 
BRO ISKG VIK.ING ORION 

U!-00·\MUO 
RRA SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

0~ 00-20:00 
RRF 

ORE 

1-"nJay, Jnn.: 2K 
RRA ISKG NORWEGIAN IEWl!L 

07:00-17:00 
ORI: SKG CRYSTAL SYMPIIO....:Y 

07:00·J'l:OU 
RRf SKG CAkNIVAL LEGEND 

07:00·21:00 
BRD 

Friliy.JnlyS 

ORE ISKG SUN PRINCESS 07:00-20:30 
RRF SKG CARNIVAL I.EGf.NO 

07:00-21:00 
BRD SKG AMSTERDAM 

OB:00- 1;:oo 
RRA ,SKG ~?~~it?~N Jr.WEL 

frifoy.July 12 
RRA SKG NORWI GIAN Jl:WEL 

07:UfJ· 17:00 
RKF SKG CAJ{N[VAL U:GEND 

07:0U-21 :00 
EIRl) SKG AMSTF.:Rl>AM 

06:011· 17 00 

frid:iy. July 19 
RRA SKG GRAN[) PRINCESS 

07:0U·WJO 
RRf SKG CAKNIVAL LEGC:NU 

07 00-21 00 
ORI: SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

OR on-:!U OU 

Frklay. July 26 

RRA ISKG ~?Jri~ff'~N JEWEL 

ORF. SKG Ct\Ri~IVAL LEGEND 
07 00-21 00 

RRf 

BRD 

l
f'nday, Aui;.u>l 2 

OR[ SKG LE SOLEAL 
06 oo- 19:00 

RRA SKG CRYSTALSYMPHOl'\Y 
07:00-IROO 

RRF I SKG ~f:~lir\~ LEGEND 

BRO I SKG NORWF.GIAN JF.:WEL 
0~:00-20:00 

10:30 l-riday, January 04, 2019 Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

~~turday, June !2 
RRF ISKG CORAi PRINCESS 

07:0IJ-20:30 
RR.A SKG VOLEND,\M 

07 U0-21:(IO 
BRU 

~rw~'. Jl#'c'.!9 

BRO \~'MG ~~~~~fGSC.."E~ 
RRA (li:(i GRAND rRINCESS 

O(dU·2015 
RRf SJ:(j ASUK.A II 

07:Ull-1700 
5):.C, VOLENDAM 

07:Ull·:!IINI 

RRA l:~i[ :RJNCESS 
07:00·20 30 

RRF SKn VOLEND.A.M 
U7:UU·2100 

OR£ 

RRO 

~,1~.*u 
BRO IS:J:.(j 1s.1 i\l\,1r1t1~T:S:S 

\IJQU-~lrli! 
RRf $:J;:[i VOLENDAM 

07:00-21 00 
RRA 

RRA ~~~~ ;~l'\'\"1:SS 

I 
n!Oll•l<>JO 

RRf SK(J VOLENDAM 
07 00·:! I OIi 

BRO $ tr.O VIK INGORlON 
OM 00· I ~:00 

SKG RI:GATTA 
OM:U0-22:00 

s,;-. ~D--
BRU l'KG O,l'STA•Sl'l-1l'lKllh" 01on• r1J.u 
RRF SKG ISLAND I'RINCESS 

07 00-20 )0 
s.,_o VOLl;NUAM 

07 Oll-21:00 

s~lurUay, AUb!~I J 

OR£ ISKG co. RAL l'RI. NCE:S~ 07·0()-201() 
RRA SKG VOLENDAM 

07:00-:!1 00 
RRf SKG AZAMARA QU[ST 

07:30-1700 
BRO 

RRA 

RRf 

RRA 

BIW 

ORE 

RRF 

RRA 

RRF 

RRA 

llRF 

RRA 

RR!' 

ORF, 

RRD 

BRlJ 

R<A 

RRF 

RRf 

BRO 

RRA 
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SWlWly, AU!,:.Usl 4 
SKG LE SOLEAL 

06:00-19:00 
SKG fSLAND PRJNC£SS 

Q(';:U0·2U:3U 
SKG SEVEN Sl:AS MARINER 

07:00-15:UO 
SKG SIL VER MUSE 

U~:00· 17:0U 

Sund."ly AUl(Ust J I 
SKG AMl;.k.JCAN CONSTELLA 

OS:OO-
SKG CORAL rRINCESS 

06:30-20:30 
~KG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

07:00-17:00 

'Su/Klay. Augu~l 18 
5KG AMERJCAN CONSTELLA 

05:00-
SKG ISLAND PRINCF.SS 

U6:JO • 20:JO 
5KG SEVEN SEAS MAIUN'ER 

07:00· 15:00 
SKG SILVER MUSE 

0~:00· 17:00 

Sunt1.1y, Augu~I ZS 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

05:00-
SKG CORAL PRINCESS 

06:J0-20:30 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

07:00-17:0U 

Sund;1y, Seplc:mhcr l 
iSKG AMF.RICAN CONSTELLA 

05:00· 
SKG ISL.AND PRINCESS 

06:30-20:JO 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

07:00-15:00 
SKG SILVERMUSE 

os:uo-11:00 

;sunc1:,y, Scplc:mlx:r !I 

Ml,ln<l:i.y, Augu:tl .~ ITuesi.lu~·, Augu>I b 
RRD, SKG OVATIONm"SEAS RRA SKG GOLIJENrRINCF.SS 

07:00-20:30 05:30·20:30 
RRf SKG RADIANCE OF THE SEA RRF SKG SOLSTICI: 

07:00 ·20:)IJ 07:00· l!l:UU 
RRA SKG AMERICAN CONSTI.LLA SKG RUBY PR1NCESS 

08:30·17:)0 07:00·2:0:IS 
ORE 

MunJo1y, Augn.~t 12 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

-OS:00 
RRF ISKG MILLENNIUM 

07:00-20:30 
RR.A SKG OVATIONOFSEAS 

07:00-20:)0 
SKG SILVER MUSE 

OS:00-17:30 

Mon<.lny. August 19 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA 

·05:00 
RRF ISKG GRAN!) PRINCESS 

07:00-20: 15 
RRA SKG OVATJONOFSEAS 

07:00·20:30 
ORE SKG RADlANCCOFTIIESEA 

01:00-20:Ju 

Monday August 26 
)KG AMERICAN CONS1 ELLA 

-05:00 
RRF ISKG MJLLEl\'NlUM 

07:00-20:30 
RRA 5KG OVATION OF SEAS 

U7:00·W:JU 
SKG SILVER MUSE 

Ok:00·17:30 

~~~MS::= c.;~NSTELLA 
-05:00 

RRF I SKG OVATION OF SEAS 
07:00-20:)0 

RRA SKG RADIANl".E OF THE SEA 
07:00-20:30 

ORE 

SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 
07:00·:Zl:UO 

T1>e~cfay. Allti(U~t I) 
SKG ROY AL PRlNCESS 

05:)0•20:)0 
RRF ISKG SOLSTICE 

07:00· l~:UO 
RR.A SKG RUBY PRINCESS 

07;()()•20:15 
ORE SKG NlfUW AMSTERDAM 

07:00·21:UO 

Tui.:~d.1y, Augu~t 20 
SKG GOLDEN PRINCESS 

05:30•20:30 
BRD ,SKG SOLS'IICE 

07:00-111:00 
RRA SKG RURY PRJNCESS 

07:00·20:IS 
RRF SKG 'NIEUWAMSrERl>AM 

U7:UU·2l:OU 

TUCAl:1} Au1:m1 27 
SKG ROYAL PRINCESS 

05:J0-10:30 
RRJ' ISKG SOLSTJCE 07:00-111:00 
RRA SKG RUBY PRINCESS 

07:00·20:15 
ORE SKG NIWW AMSTEIWAM 

07:00-21:00 

Tuesday, Scplembcr 3 
8KG GOLDfN PRINCESS 

OS:)0·20:JO 
RRA ISKG SOLSTICE 

07:00· IM 00 
RRF SKG RUBY PRINCESS 

07:00·20:15 
fi KG NIC:UW AMSTERDAM 

07:00·21:00 

SKG AMERlCAN CONSTELLA 
05:00· 

Mumby, Sqilcmb.:r 9 ~T111..,.Lly, ::ki,11~1.Tm JU 
SKG AMERICAN CONSTELLA SKG ROYAL PRINCESS 

·05:00 05:)0·20:]0 
SKG CORAL PRINCESS 

0(.:30-20)0 
'5KG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

07:00-17:00 

llRF ISKG OVATION OF SEAS RR.A SKG SOLSTICE 
07:00 - 20:30 07:00- l S 00 

RRA SKG Sil VER MUSE ORE SKG RUBY l'RINCESS 
OR:00 • 17:30 07:00 • 20 IS 

SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 
07:00·'.l:l 00 

Sunday. Sq,lcrriM:r 15 IMunU:iy, Sepkmbcr 16 
SKG SEVENSEASMAR(NER RRA SKG OVATIONOl'SEAS 

07:00-14:00 07:00-20:30 

T~ay,S,;plcmb.:rl7 
RR.A I SKG GOLDEN PRlNCES$ 

06:00-20:)IJ 
SKG RURY PRINCESS 

07:00-20:15 
SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM 

07:00•21:00 

W..:ilnd1l.ay, Augusl 7 
RRF l'SKG ROYAL PRlNCl:SS 

06:00·20:30 
RRA tiKC MILLENNfUM 

U7:UU- 16:00 
ORE SKG NORWEGIAN BLISS 

07:00·20: JS 
BRO 

Thursday, Augu~L K 
RRF ISKG STAR PRINCESS 

07 00-17:1)0 
ORI: SKG NOORDAM 

07 UU-21:00 
RRA 5KG DISJ\'. EY \VONl>ER 

07 IS· 19:45 

Wc<.J~1d."1y Aui;u,;t 14 Thursday. Ansu~I IS 
llRF 15KG GOLDE},.: PRJN(ESS BRO SKG STA\l rRJNCf:SS OS:JO • 20:30 06:30- 17:00 
RRA 5KG RAl)IANCE OF THE Sl::A ORE SKG WF.STERDAM 

117:00-16:30 07:011-21 :00 
ORE SKG NO\lWEGIAN JOY RR.A SKG l)]SNEY WONDER 

07:00· 17:UO 07:15-19 :45 
BRD Sti-0 NORWEGIAN BUSS RRF SKG Ri'.GATTA 

tl7:00-2lt:15 08:00· 1(,:00 

W,;Jnc~<lay, Augmt 21 
RRF 15KG ROYAL PRJNCESS ll(i:00-20:30 
RRA SKG MILLENNIUM 

07;00-16:00 
ORE SKG NORWEGJAN BUSS 

0700-20:15 
BRU 

Thursday. Ani;n~l 22 
RRF ISKG STAR rRJNcEss 07:00· 17:00 
ORE SKG NOORIJAM 

07:tl0-21:00 
RRA SKG DISNEY WONDER 

07 IS· 19:4S 

Wednesday Angu<J. 28 Thucsd:ty. Augu.,t 2'J 
RRF ISKG GOLDEN PRINCESS BRO SKG GRAND PRINCESS U53U-2U:]0 U53U-21J:3U 
RRA SKG RADIANCEOFTHESEA ORE SKG STARPRJ?-CESS 

07:0U-16:)0 0700·17:00 
ORF.. SKG NORWEGIANJOY RR.A SKG WF:S1f.RlJAM 

01:00-17:1111 07:00- 21:00 
ORD SKG NORWEGIAN BLISS R.Kf SKG DISNEY WONDER 

117:00-20 IS 07:15-19:45 

Wcdnc~d3y, Scp1cmbc:r 4 
RRF SKG ROYAL PRINt.:F.SS 

On:J0-2030 
RR.A lsKG Nt.>RWECilAN suss 

07:00-20:1.5 
ORE 

BRD 

W1.'llnti11.fay, S,;[llrnlb.:1 II 
RRF SKG GOLDEN PRJNCl:SS 

Qi',00-20:30 
RRA SKG NORWEGIAN JUY 

07 00-17:00 
ORE SKG NORWEGIAN BLISS 

07'.00·:!0: IS 
BRD 

i~y1 ~'fflb,,.'TIII 

RRF '!S>;Q ~(~~,fr~'-' JOY 
RRA SKO NORWEGIAN BLISS 

07:00-2015 
BRO SKG NOORDAM 

07:00-2 1 OU 

rhursday Scp1cn,lx:r 5 
RRI'" ISKG STAR PRINCESS 

. 07:UO- 17:00 
RRA SKG NOORDAM 

07:00·21:00 
SKG DISN EY WONDER 

07:15-1':l :45 

~

'rhurnlay, Scpt~mbt:r 12 
B SKG STARPRlNCESS 

07 00· 17:00 
R 5KG WESTF.ROM{ 

0700·21 :00 
RRF 6KG DISNEY WONUER 

07 IS-19:45 

ThUJ~Jay, Scpl~mbcr 19 
RRA ISKG STAR PRINCESS 

06:30· J7:UO 
RRF 

BRJJ 

--- ____.__ 

RRA i:~\;~l~~iRION 

I 
06,uo- i,,oo 

RRF SKG NORWEGIAN JEWF.L 
07:00·17:0U 

ORI:: SKG GRAND PRfNCESS 
07:00-lfl:30 

fiKG CAR.NIVAL LEGEND 
07:U0-21:00 

Frii.fay. I\UJU~t 16 
ORE 15:KG CAll..'-'IVAL LEGEND 

07:Cl0-2 1:00 
rtRF SKG NORWEGIAN JFWEL 

Uli 00·20:011 
BRD 

RRA I 

I
FriJay. Attgu~t 13 

RR.A SKG NORWEG.,lAN JEWEL 
01:uo- 11·00 

RRF ,SKG CARNIVAt lfGENI) 
07:00-21:00 

ORE 

Fril,y. Augu~l )0 
RRD 15KG CARNIVAL LEGENI) 

07:l)0-2!:IJIJ 
RRA SKG CRYSTAL SYMl'HONY 

OS:OO- J!\:00 
RRF 5KG NORWEGIAN JEWFL 

Ot.;00-20:00 
ORI: 

l"..W,-~ 6 

RR,, 1s•o ~Ht~:f/t'J'•~• L 
kRf !');(O CARNIV,\L LEGEND I 0100-21 oo 
ORE ISJ{(I CRYS IALSYMPHON, 

01100-19 no 

frkUy. S~pkfflbcr I) 
R.RA ff:fl f'./1~ . ...rtVAI. U!G~D 

Ul'lll.l•ll 00 
RRF !i!,;G CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 

ORI: l sKG ~~:;:r.~N JEWEL 
OM :OU - !<t:00 

rrw,. Scf,!~ 20 

RRI' ls•o ~%~If /f' ll'WEL 

_l 
10:30 Friday, January 04, 2019 Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

Su1uu . .l.!y, Augu~l 10 
RRU l:SKG ISi AND PRINCl-:SS 

07:00-20 )U 
ORE SKG VOLENDAM 

07:00-21:00 
RRA 

RRC 

Sntur,fay, Aui;U<lt 17 
RRf ISKG CORAL PRINCESS 

07:00·20]11 
BRD SKG VOLF.Nl>AM 

U7:0U-21:UO 

Satur<.lny, An~ll~t 24 
BRD ISKG CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 

07 00-11100 
RRF SKG ISLANlJ rRINCESS 

07:00-20:JO 
SKG VOLENDAM 

07:00-21 (MJ 

$;1lu«by Aut,'U•I 31 
RRF ISKG CORAL PR1:,.;c1:ss 

07:UIJ-20 3U 
KRA SKG VOLENDAM 

07:0IJ-21:00 
RRD SI-.G REGA I I A 

OS:OU· 21 00 

"-wWy. ~7 
eRu lsKn ~ilto\f'-U ,.,~ss U,.IIIJ·.ID IJ 
KRF SKG ISLANl.l rRINCESS 

07 1)1)·20 30 
RRA SKG VOLENl>AM 

07 00-21 00 

S:o.l11n:lay, Scpkll'"U\:r 1~ 
RRF ISKG lORAL PRINCESS 

07:00•J.fl:)U 
RRA SKG VOLF:NDAM 

07:00 -21 00 
BRO 

SalurJay, Scplc111b..:1 21 
BRO I SKG CDRAL rJUNCESS 

07:00·1030 
SKG VOLF.ND,\M 

07:00·2100 

·-

RRA 

RRf 

RRA 

RRF 

BRO 

RRA 

RRF 

RRA 

RRF 

BRU 

BRU 

RRA 

RRF 

RRA 

RRF 

RRA 

RRF 
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Suntlay, Stpkmber 22 1 M1Jnday, Seplc:mbcr 23 
SKG CARNIVAL LEGEND RRF SKG Rm AL PRINCESS 

07:00-20:00 07:00-20:30 

Sunday. Scp1cmlx;r 29 !Monday. Sc:pfc:mbc:r 30 

I 0:30 Friday, January 04, 2019 

ITues<lay, Septtl1'UC1 24 Wi:tlnesday, Scptc:~1 2.~ r hUT">Wy, September 2r, 
RRA SKG NORWEGIAN JOY RRA SKG NORWEGIAN BLISS RRA SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL ARD 07:00·20:15 07:00-20:15 07:00-20:15 

SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM RRD SKG WESTF.RDAM RRD 
07:00•21:00 07:00-21:00 

SKG NOORDAM RRf 
07:00-21:00 

jTucsd:Jy. Octolx:r I Wcdnc.'kl1y, Oclobcr 2 Thursday, October] 
SKG NORWEGIAN JOY RRA SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL BRD 07:00•20:IS 07:00-20:15 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2019 

Friley. Scph:mb,.,- 27 Sahm.lay, S.:plcmbcT" 211 

1Friloy. October 4 S:ih.ml.:iy, CktlJbcr 5 
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EXC.SGY-000384

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Appendix 5 

Distribution of Daily Cruise Ships and Cruise Ship Visitors, Skagway -
2016 Scheduled 

Appendix 5 

SGY-2000, Page 164 of 423 
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EXC.SGY-000385

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

II 

Distribution of Daily Cruise Ships and Cruise Ship Visitors 
Skagway - 2016 Scheduled * 

Cruise Ship 

Total Dally Cruise Ship Visitors ,.. Number of Days 
Percent of Total Visitors as % 
Visit Days of Skagway 

Population *** 

2!: 16,000 al 5% 1,679% . 
2: 15,000 and < 16,000 9 6% 1,577% 

2: 14,000 and < 15,000 11 7% 1,475% 

2: 13,000 and < 14,000 9 6% 1,373% 

2!: 12,000 and < 13,000 5 3% 1,272% 

2: 11,000 and < 12,000 5 3% 1,170% 

2: 10,000 and < 11,000 10 1 7% 1,068% 

2: 9,000 and < 10,000 5 3% 1,679% 

2: 8,000 and < 9,000 11 7% 865% 
I 

2: 7,000 and < 8,000 5 1 3% 763% 
:· . 

2: 6,000 and < 7,000 14 9% 661% 
I 

2!: 5,000 and < 6,000 8 5% 560% 
I 

.!! 4,000 and < 5,000 8 ' 5% 458% 
,,_ 

2: 3,000 and < 4,000 7 5% 356% 

2: 2,000 and < 3,000 16 11% 254% 

2!: 1,000 and < 2,000 5 1 4% 153% 

< 1,000 (days w/0 cruise ships) 15 10% NA 

Total 152 I 100% 

* Source: Estimating 2016 Cruise Ship Visitor Impact - Skagway, Alaska. March 31,2017. 
Table 5, p. 13. 

** Total Passengers and Crew, assuming passengers at 110% LBC and crew at 100% 
*** Assuming 2015 Skagway population of 983 and total cruise ship passenger and crew at 

mid-range, e.g., 15,500 for the ";;:: 15,000 and < 16,000" group. 
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EXC.SGY-000386

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Appendix 6 

2019 Cruise Ship Visits by Community 

Appendix6 

SGY-2000, Page 166 of 423 
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EXC.SGY-000387

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

2019 Cruise Ship Visits by Community 

SHIP SKAGWAY JUNEAU 

Port Visits Port Visits 

AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 22 
I 
AMSTERDAM 2 

ASUKA II 

AZAMARAQUEST 6 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 21 

CORAL PRINCESS 20 

CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 10 
I 

DISNEY WONDER 15 

I ECLIPSE 

I EURODAM 

GOLDEN PRINCESS 19 

I GRAND PRINCESS 10 

ISLAND PRINCESS 19 

I LE SOLEAL 3 

I MAASDAM 

r MILLENNIUM 16 

NG QUEST 

NG SEABIRD -F----
NG SEA LION 

NG VENTURE 
-----

NIEUW AMSTERDAM 21 

NOORDAM 11 
-- --

NORWEGIAN BLISS ~-21-1 
NORWEGIAN JEWEL 20 I 

NORWEGIAN JOY 14 1 

I - I OOSTERDAM 

OVATION OF THE SEAS 18 

I QUEEN ELIZABETH- - 4 1 

RADIANCE OF THE SEAS ,: I 
REGATTA 

Appendix 6 
SGY-2000, Page 167 of 423 
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8 

19 

20 

11 

16 

19 

21 

19 

14 

20 

3 

3 

17 

7 

6 

7 

8 

21 

20 

21 

21 

23 

21 

18 

5 

16 

9 

KETCHIKAN 

Port Visits 

9 

9 

21 

20 

12 

17 I 

19 

21 

21 

11 

11 

6 

4 

17 

2 

21 

20 

21 I 

21 I 
23 

21 

I 
4 

_J 1 
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EXC.SGY-000388

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

1
SHIP SKAGWAY JUNEA!J KETCHIKAN 

Port Visits Port Visits Port Visits 

ROALD AMUNDSEN 

I ROYAL PRINCESS 19 19 

RUBY PRINCESS 20 20 

SEABOURN SOJOURN 10 

SEVEN SEAS MARINER 17 18 

SILVER EXPLORER 

SILVER MUSE 11 15 
I 
SOLSTICE 18 18 

STAR LEGEND 11 

STAR PRINCESS 20 20 

SUN PRINCESS 

VIKING ORION 8 8 

VOLENDAM 20 20 

WESTER DAM 11 21 

TOTAi SHIP VISITS 442 584 

lNote: Based on the January 04, 2019, draft of Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska "Cruise 
Ship Calendar for 2019." Final schedule information may vary. 

Appendix 6 
SGY-2000, Page 168 of 423 
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20 
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18 
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18 
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20 

10 

20 
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EXC.SGY-000389

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Appendix 7 

2017 Census Data for Skagway, Juneau and Ketchikan 

Appendix 7 

SGY-2000, Page 169 of 423 
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EXC.SGY-000390

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Municipality of Skagway 

I 
Ir 

/ 
f I 

Table 4.2 (continued) 
Alaska Places by Borough and Census Area, 2010 to 2017 

April 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, 

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 

Area Name Census Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate 

Municipality of Skagway 96B 964 957 9B1 1,038 1,045 1,069 

Skagway CDP 920 914 906 928 979 992 1,013 

Balance of Skagway, Municipality 48 50 51 53 59 53 56 

Sources: Alaska Departmenl of Labor end Workforce Deve/opmenl, Research and Analysis Section; and U.S. Census Bureau 

134 I ALASKA POPULATION OVERVIEW 2017 

Appendix 7 

SGY-2000, Page 170 of 423 

July 1, 
2017 

Estimate 

1,0B7 

1,034 
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EXC.SGY-000391

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

City and Borough of Juneau 

Table 4.2 (continued) 

City and Borough 
,of' J.uneaU 

.. 
I •• 

Alaska Places by Borough and Census Area, 2010 to 2017 

April 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, 
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 

Area Name Census Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate 

Juneau, City and Borough 31.275 32.328 32.689 32.915 33,020 33.145 32,723 32,269 

Sources: Alaska Department of Labor and Workforce Developmenl, Research and Analysis Section; and U.S, Census Bureau 

1161 ALASKA POPULATION OVERVIEW 2017 

Appendix 7 

SGY-2000, Page 171 of 423 
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EXC.SGY-000392

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Ketchikan Gateway Borough 

(, 
( 

I' 

1- \ 

I 

Kelchlkan 6 Saxman 
r- , 1 . ' • I 

Table 4.2 (continued) 
Alaska Places by Borough and Census Area, 2010 to 2017 

Apri11, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, 
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 

Area Name Census Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate 

Ketchikan Gateway Borough 13,477 13,720 13,878 13,826 13,872 13,813 13,749 13,754 

Ketchikan city B,050 8,184 8,256 B,291 8,333 8,294 B,191 B,125 

Loring CDP 4 3 4 

Saxman city 411 436 42B 409 422 412 416 444 

Balance of Ketchikan Gateway Borough 5,012 5,096 5,191 5,123 5,114 5,104 5,13B 5,183 

Sources: Alaska Department of Labor and Workforce Development, Research and Analysis Section; and U_S_ Census Bureau 

ALASKA POPULATION OVERVIEW 2017 I 119 
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EXC.SGY-000393

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Appendix 8 

Community Population and Cruise Ship Visitor Comparisons - 2016 

Appendix 8 

SGY-2000, Page 173 of 423 
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EXC.SGY-000394

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Community i:topulatlo~ an!i Crul•• Shr.11 V1111tor Comp_arl$0ns - ~16 • 

Comm1.1nlty 

2016 DCCED Certified 
PopulaUor. 2018 Cruise-Ship Seaaon 

Pauengehl Vllltora 
Estimated Skagway¥ % of (f10% i.sc) Per 

other Community and Crew Resident 

vtaltora per 
Day 
Assuming 
162,day 
Season 

Skagway, CDP 983 , 100% 1,211,949 1,233 7,97~ 

City of.Ketchikan 8,277 ' 12% 1,21 M149 · 146 7,973 

~etchlkan Gat4jway Borough 13,TTS 7% 1,211",949; 88 7,973 

City/Borough of Juneau 33,277 3% 1,211,949 · 36 1;~1~ 

• Source: Estimating 2016.Crvlse Ship Visitor Impact - SkagW<lj'. Alaska. March 31, 2017. Table 2, p. 5. 
" State of Ala!:!ka OCCED Certified Population as of 07/01/2015. 
••• .A$sumes 110% of LBC and 100%. ship's__complement. 

Visitors IJ• 
% of Locntl 
Population 

811% 

96% 

58% 

2496 

Appendix 8 

SGY-2000, Page 174 of 423 
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EXC.SGY-000395

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Appendix 9 

Scenario:Maximum 

Appendix9 

SGY-2000, Page 175 of 423 
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C
.SG

Y
-000396

:b, :b, :g 
2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON :0 ct) Skagway SCENARIO: MAXIMUM 

ct) 
::i s Q Cruise Ships Passengers Crew ct). 
)<" :iE co Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore 0 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ........ 
I\) 
a 

4/29/2019 SKG I ........ 
co 

RUBY PRINCESS 13.50 3,366 45,441 3,366 47,124 1200 16,200 1,200 16,800 

I 
0 

SUBTOTAL 13.50 3,366 45,441 3,366 47,124 1,200 16,200 1,200 16,800 
2 en· 
ct) 

00 4/30/2019 SKG en ~ ::i-~ NORWEGIAN JOY 13.25 4,182 55,412 4,182 54,366 1821 24,128 1,821 23,673 -o· I 
N 

SUBTOTAL "'O Q 13.25 4,182 55,412 4,182 54,366 1,821 24,128 1,821 23,673 
Q ci3 p 

5/2/2019 SKG Cl) 
"'C ct) 
~ ::i 

IJQ CARNIVAL LEGEND 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,336 30,368 961 12,493 961 12,493 (") 
~ ct) 
i,.- SUBTOTAL 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,336 30,368 961 12,493 961 12,493 s· -.....l 
0', 

en 0 5/3/2019 SKG 
~ @" 
,I;.. 

STAR PRINCESS 13.50 2,856 38,556 2,856 39,984 1100 14,850 1,100 15,400 (Q N 
~ 

~ SUBTOTAL 13.50 2,856 38,556 2,856 39,984 1,100 14,850 1,100 15,400 
':=-:: 

5/4/2019 SKG I :b, 
tu 

ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,435 34,090 900 12,150 900 12,600 

I 
Cl) 

SUBTOTAL 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,435 34,090 900 12,150 900 12,600 
@" 

5/7/2019 SKG 
~ 
II) t.'!'j 

I 
IJQ NORWEGIAN JOY 13.25 4,182 55,412 4,182 54,366 1821 24,128 1,821 23,673 ~ ~ 
QC = NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 --..J ~ 
0 t:c ....... 
N ""'3 Co 
~~ vJ 
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C
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Y
-000397

p p 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ _ _____ Crew_______ m· ~- ~ 
(0 Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -... 
I\) 
a 

SUBTOTAL 27.25 6,499 87,850 6,499 86,804 2,750 37,134 2,750 36,679 I ~ 

5/8/2019 SKG I 0 
2 

NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4.404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,71 6 22,308 ci;" 
CD 

r:,J_ SUBTOTAL 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1,716 22,737 1,716 22,308 C/) 
~ ~ 
~ 5/9/2019 SKG i5· 
N -._ 
0 CARNIVAL LEGEND 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,336 30.368 961 12,493 961 12.493 -!i g m 
~ SUBTOTAL 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,336 30,368 961 12,493 961 12,493 ~ 
~ ~ ~ 5/10/2019 SKG () 
~ CD 
~ GRAND PRINCESS 14.25 2,862 40,784 2,862 40,068 1150 16,388 1,150 16.100 ::j" 
--..J GOLDEN PRINCESS 13.50 2 ,895 39,083 2,895 40,530 1100 14,850 1,100 15,400 C/) 
0 ~ 
~ SUBTOTAL 27.75 5,757 79,867 5,757 80,598 2,250 31,238 2,250 31,500 ~ 
N 
W 5/11/2019 SKG ~ 

~ 
CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2.200 30,800 895 12,083 895 12,530 p 
VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 Q) 

en 
SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,775 52,850 1,542 21,141 1,542 21,588 iif 

5/12/2019 SKG 

~ ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2.435 32,873 2,435 34,090 900 12,150 900 12,600 
(JQ trj 
~ ~ SUBTOTAL 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,435 34,090 900 12,150 900 12,600 
QC .... 

0 CC 
..., .-. I 2 
N ""3 0:) 

~~ ~ 
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Y
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t )::,. 

2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON ::0 CD Skagway SCENARIO: MAXIMUM CD ::J :s Q. Cruise Ships Passengers Crew co· )(" 
~ (0 Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -.... 
I\) 
a 

5/13/2019 SKG I ...... 
(0 

SEVEN SEAS MARINER 8.00 779 6,232 779 6,232 440 3,520 440 3,520 () 
ECLIPSE 13.00 3,135 40,755 3,135 40,755 1000 13,000 1,000 13,000 2 

ci.i" SUBTOTAL 21.00 3,914 46,987 3,914 46,987 1,440 16,520 1,440 16,520 CD rJJ. -- (/) ~ 
5/14/2019 SKG ::J-~ -o· I 

N RUBY PRINCESS 13.75 3,366 46,283 3,366 47,124 1200 16,500 1,200 16,800 LI Q 
Q 

SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11,000 ci1 != 
(/) 

""O NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 CD 
~ ::J (JQ MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,374 21,366 997 8,973 997 8,973 (") ~ 

CD ,... NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 s· -...,l 
QC SUBTOTAL 61.00 15,596 192,925 15,596 192,665 5,842 72,216 5,842 72,087 (/) Q . ~ 

@" 
..., .,., 5/15/2019 SKG 

(Q N 
w 

~ ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,916 58,740 1350 19,575 1,350 20,250 

BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 41 328 19 152 19 152 ':::::: 
)::,. SUBTOTAL 22.50 3,957 57,110 3,957 59,068 1,369 19,727 1,369 20,402 iii" 
(/) 

5/16/2019 SKG 

I @" 
WESTERDAM 9.00 2,165 19,485 2,165 19,485 817 7,353 817 7,353 

"'C 

I 
STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,856 28,560 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 ~ trj ~ NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,169 30,366 820 11,480 820 11,480 ~ >< 

QC = ~ .... 
0 = ..., .... I 

3 N ""'3 Q:> es C".l 0, 
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-'Cl 

~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 

9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ ___ _ __ Crew_______ c5· ~- ~ 
CO Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 
I\) 
a 

SUBTOTAL 33.00 7,190 78,411 7,190 78,411 2,737 29,833 2,737 29,833 I ~ 

5/17/2019 SKG I 0 
2 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,336 30,368 961 12,493 961 12,493 en· 
Cl) 

r.,J. SUBTOTAL 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,336 30,368 961 12,493 961 12,493 (/) 

~ ~ 
~ 5/18/2019 SKG i:5· 
N g ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,435 34,090 900 12,150 900 12,600 ::;p 
$=) VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 rn 
~ Cl) ~ SUBTOTAL 27.50 4,010 54,923 4,010 56,140 1,547 21,208 1,547 21,658 :::S 
~ n ~ Cl) 
~ 5/19/2019 SKG __ 
~ :::i 
\C CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,200 30,800 895 12,083 895 12,530 (/) 
0 ~ ~ BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 41 328 19 152 19 152 !l) 
N (Q 
W SUBTOTAL 21.50 2,241 30,028 2,241 31,128 914 12,235 914 12,682 ~ 

!l) 
5/20/2019 SKG I '::,::::: 

~ 
MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,374 33,236 997 13,460 997 13,958 I t\5" 
OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 ! 
SEVEN SEAS MARINER 9.00 779 7,011 779 7,011 440 3,960 440 3,960 

SUBTOTAL 36.00 7,731 100,863 7,731 104,339 2,737 34,970 2,737 36,118 

~ t_'!'j 

?~ 
Q .... 
0 t:i:i 
~'""" I 4 N >-3 CX) 
~ ~ 0) 
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~ )::,. 

2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON ::0 CD Skagway SCENARIO: MAXIMUM CD :::i c::::: 
Q Cruise Ships Passengers Crew en· 5<· ~ co Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore 0 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ...... 
I\) 
a 

5/21/2019 SKG I -.I. 
co 

ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,916 58,740 1350 20,250 1,350 20,250 (') 
SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11,000 2 en· 
RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 CD r.,;_ 
NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 (/) ~ 929 13,006 :::r--< SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 12,734 169,421 4,479 60,156 4,479 59,856 -s· I 

N 
l) 0 

0 5/22/2019 SKG (ti ~ (/) 
""O GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,895 43,425 1100 16,500 1,100 16,500 CD = :::i 
~ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,334 23,340 858 8,151 858 8,580 () 

('I) CD .... NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 4,182 41,820 1821 18,210 1,821 18,210 s· 00 
0 NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 

(/) 0 
@ '"""I SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,815 165,771 13,815 165,837 5,495 65,598 5,495 65,598 ,&;;,.. 

~ (Q N 
(,H 5/23/2019 SKG 

~ 
STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,856 28,560 1100 11,000 1,100 11 ,000 ~ 

WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,165 30,310 817 11,438 817 11,438 
)::,. 
tu 

DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,929 25,077 947 11,838 947 12,311 (/) 

SUBTOTAL 36.50 6,950 82,983 6,950 83,947 2,864 
@ 

34,276 2,864 34,749 

""c 
5/24/2019 SKG 

~ 
~ ~ I QUEEN ELIZABETH 11.00 2,285 25,135 2,285 25,135 900 9,900 900 9,900 ~ >< 

\C = ........ 
0 cc ........ I 5 N~ Q) 

~~ 'J 
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)::. 
)::. :g 

2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON ::0 CD Skagway SCENARIO: MAXIMUM CD :J :s Q Cruise Ships Passengers Crew CD. 
5<· ~ co Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore 0 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -.... 
I\) 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,336 30,368 961 12,493 961 12,493 
a 
........ 

NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,627 31,524 1100 13,200 1,100 13,200 
co 
(") 

SUBTOTAL 36.00 7,248 87,027 7,248 87,027 2,961 35,593 2,961 35,593 2 en· 
5/25/2019 SKG CD 

rJJ. 
(/) ~ CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200' 29,700 2,200 30,800 895 12,083 895 12,530 :J" ~ 

VOLENDAM 14.00 1.575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 "5· I 
N 

""'O 0 
SUBTOTAL 27.50 0 3,TTS 51,750 3,775 52,850 1,542 21,141 1,542 21,588 (ti ~ (/) 

""O 5/26/2019 SKG CD 
~ :J 

(JCI 
ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,435 34,090 900 12,150 900 12,600 

(") 
('I) CD 
~ s· Q0 SUBTOTAL 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,435 34,090 900 12,150 900 12,600 
~ 

(/) 0 ...., 5/2712019 SKG @" ,i;;.. 
(Q N 

61,803 l:.H OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 

~ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,334 32,676 858 11,583 858 12,012 '::::: 
SUBTOTAL 27.00 6,912 93,312 6,912 96,768 2,158 29,133 2,158 30,212 )::. 

Q) 
5/28/2019 SKG I (/) 

@" 
GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,895 43,425 1100 16,500 1,100 16,500 

SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11,000 
~ 

I 
RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 ~ t,'!'j (JQ 

~ ~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 \0= N ~ 
0 cc 
.... i-,,i I 6 
N ~ OJ 
~~ OJ 
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t ; 
~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers _ _____ _ ______ Crew_______ m· ~- ~ 
<o Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -
I\) 
0 

SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 11,713 154,106 4,229 56,406 4,229 56,106 I -.i. 
<o 

5/29/2019 SKG I 0 
2 AZAMARA QUEST 10.50 781 8,201 781 8,591 408 4,284 408 4.488 ci)" 

00. ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,916 58,740 1350 19,575 1,350 20,250 Cl) 
(/) C".:) MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,374 21,366 997 8,973 997 8,973 :J-

~ NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4.404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 "Q" 
g BARANOF DREAM 10.00 41 410 41 410 19 190 19 190 ~ o m 
,. SUBTOTAL 57.25 11,516 145,112 11,516 146,359 4_490 55,759 4,490 56,209 ~ 
~ ~ ~ 5/30/2019 SKG () 
~ Cl) 
~ STAR PRINCESS 1000 2,856 28,560 2,856 28,560 1100 11 ,000 1,100 11,000 ::i" 
~ NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,169 30,366 820 11,480 820 11,480 (/) 

;lli:-~ DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,929 25,077 947 11,838 947 12,311 ll) 
(Q ~ SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 779 7,790 440 4,400 440 4,400 ~ 

ALASKAN DREAM 5.50 44 242 44 264 18 99 18 108 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 52.00 7,777 91 ,071 7,777 92,057 3,325 38,817 3,325 39,299 )::. 

ill 
5/31/2019 SKG ( ~ 

ll) 
GRAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,862 41.499 2,862 42,930 1150 16,675 1,150 17,250 

NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,627 26,270 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 z ti"j I CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,336 32,704 961 13.454 961 13,454 

: ~ VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 1,023 10,230 465 4,650 465 4,650 

~ .... 
0 = ~..,. I 7 
N 1-3 OJ 
~ C") <o 
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~ h 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ ______ Crew_______ (1)° ~- ~ 
~ Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -
I\) 
a 

SUBTOTAL 48.50 8,848 110,703 8,848 112,134 3,676 45,779 3,676 46,354 I ~ 

6/1/2019 SKG I (") 

2 ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32.873 2,435 34.090 900 12,150 900 12,600 en· 
00. VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 CD 

en 9 SUBTOTAL 27.50 4,010 54,923 4,010 56,140 1,547 21,208 1,547 21,658 :J'" ~ ~-
~ 6/2/2019 SKG l) 
0 ~ ~ CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,200 30,800 895 12,083 895 12,530 Cl) 
~ CD = SUBTOTAL 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,200 30,800 895 12,083 895 12,530 :J ~ n ~ CD .,.. 6/3/2019 SKG -· ~ :J 
~ QUEEN ELIZABETH 11 .00 2,285 25,135 2,285 25,135 900 9,900 900 9,900 (/) 0 ~ = MILLENNIUM 13,50 2,374 32,049 2,374 33,236 997 13,460 997 13,958 ll) 
~ OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 ~ 

ll) SUBTOTAL 38.00 9,237 118,987 9,237 122,463 3,197 40,910 3,197 42,058 ~ 

6/4/2019 SKG I e: 
ll) 
Cl) ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,916 58,740 1350 20,250 1,350 20,250 I @ 

SOLSTICE 11 ,00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11,000 

RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 1 ti, I NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 

~ ~ BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 41 328 19 152 19 152 

""' .... 
0 t:c 
'""I "'"' I a N i-3 ~ 
~ ~ a 
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p p 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q. ____ CruiseShips _____ ______ Passengers _____________ Crew_______ c5· ~- ~ 
~ Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -
I\) 
0 

SUBTOTAL 61.25 12,775 170,591 12,775 169,749 4,498 60,308 4,498 60,008 I ~ 

6/5/2019 SKG I (") 
2 GOLDEN PRINCESS 15,00 2,895 43,425 2,895 43,425 1100 16,500 1,100 16,500 en· 

rJ)_ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,334 23,340 858 8,151 858 8,580 ~ 
C":) NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 4,182 41,820 1821 18,210 1,821 18,210 ::r-
~ NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 -s· 
~ ~ O SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,815 165,771 13,815 165,837 5,495 65,598 5,495 65,598 ci3 
~ ~ ""O 6/6/2019 SKG (t) = ~ ~ STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,856 28,560 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 ~ 
:;; WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,165 30,310 817 11,438 817 11,438 :j" 
~ DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,929 25,077 947 11,838 947 12,311 (/) 
~ ~ ~ SUBTOTAL 36.50 6,950 82,983 6,950 83,947 2,864 34,276 2,864 34,749 ~ N 
~ 6/7/2019 SKG ~ 

~ 
CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,336 32,704 961 13,454 961 13,454 p 
REGATTA 8.00 768 6,144 768 6,144 372 2,976 372 2,976 n5'" 

~ NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12,00 2,627 31,524 2,627 31,524 1100 13,200 1,100 13,200 ~ 
ll) 

SUBTOTAL 34.00 5,731 70,372 5,731 70,372 2,433 29,630 2,433 29,630 

"°d I 6/8/2019 - SKG 

~ ~ 
~ ~ I CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,200 30,800 895 12,083 895 12,530 
Ul ..,.. 
0 CC 
..., i,,,,,. I 9 
~~ ~ 
~ ~ -.i. 
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p p 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers _ _____ _ ______ Crew_ ______ cii" ~- ~ 
(0 Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -... 
I\;) 

VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 I ~ 
SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,775 52,850 1,542 21,141 1,542 21,588 0 

""' 6/9/2019 SKG I s; 
(/). 

rJJ. ISLAND PRINCESS 15.00 2,435 36,525 2,435 36,525 900 13,500 900 13,500 Cl) 
(/) C".) SEVEN SEAS MARINER 7.00 779 5,453 779 5,453 440 3,080 440 3,080 ::r-

~ AZAMARA QUEST 10.00 781 7,810 781 7,810 408 4,080 408 4,080 -a· t:-J g CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 11.00 994 10,934 994 10,934 530 5,830 530 5,830 ;p 
Q Cl) ~ SUBTOTAL 43.00 4,989 60,722 4,989 60,722 2,278 26,490 2,278 26,490 ~ 
~ ~ (JCl 6/10/2019 SKG C) ~ Cl) 
:; GRAND PRINCESS 14.25 2,862 40,784 2,862 40,068 1150 16,388 1,150 16,100 s· 
~ OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 ~ = RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,334 32,676 858 11,583 858 12,012 ~ 
~ VIKING ORION 10_00 1,023 10,230 1,023 10,230 465 4,650 465 4,650 ~ 

$l) 
SUBTOTAL 51 .25 10,797 144,326 10,797 147,066 3,773 50,171 3,773 50,962 °::,;:: 

6/11/2019 SKG I ~ 
(/) 

GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,895 43,425 1100 16,500 1,100 16,500 I 53 
SOLSTICE 11 .00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11,000 

RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 z trj I NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 

~ ~ SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 11,713 154,106 4,229 56,406 4,229 56,106 
a,. ,... 
0 t:c ..., ,... I 10 
N ~ (0 
~ ~ I\;) 
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t )::. 

2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON ::0 CD Skagway SCENARIO: MAXIMUM CD ::i " Q. Cruise Ships Passengers Crew en· 5<· ~ co Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore 0 
Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ....... 

I\J 
a 

6/12/2019 SKG I -.i.. 

co 
ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,916 58,740 1350 19,575 1,350 20,250 0 
MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,374 21 ,366 997 8,973 997 8 ,973 2 en· 
NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 CD 

00. (f'J ~ SUBTOTAL 36.75 10,694 136,501 10,694 137,358 4,063 51,285 4,063 51,531 ::r--< -a· I 
N 6/13/2019 SKG 

lJ 0 
0 

STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,856 28,560 1100 11,000 1,100 11 ,000 ctl ~ (/) 

~ NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,169 30,366 820 11,480 820 11,480 CD = ::i 
~ DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,929 25,077 947 11,838 947 12,311 () 

('!) CD 
i-,o. BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 41 328 19 152 19 152 :5· QC) 
0'. SUBTOTAL 44.50 6,995 B3,367 6,995 B4,331 2,B86 34,470 2,B86 34,943 (f'J 0 -- @" ..... 
,&;;,,. 6/14/2019 SKG 

(Q N 
~ 

~ NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,627 26,270 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 

QUEEN ELIZABETH 13.00 2,285 29,705 2,285 29,705 900 11,700 900 11 ,700 ~ 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,336 32,704 961 13,454 961 13,454 
)::. 
ii> 

SUBTOTAL 37.00 7,248 88,679 7,248 88,679 2,961 36,154 2,961 36,154 
(/) 

@" 
6/15/2019 SKG 

"'d ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,435 34,090 900 12,150 900 12,600 
~ t_'!'j IJQ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 ~ ~ \&;= 
-...1 .... 
0 l:c 
~ .... I 11 
N ~ co 
~C':l CA) 
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"O 
2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON :0 CD Skagway SCENARIO: MAXIMUM CD ::J s Q.. Cruise Ships Passengers Crew CD. 

)<" 
~ co Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ...... 
I\) 
a SUBTOTAL 27.50 4,010 54,923 4,010 56,140 1,547 21,208 1,547 21,658 I --4 
co 

6/16/2019 SKG I (") 

2 CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2.200 30,800 2,200 30,800 895 12,530 895 12,530 en· 
SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 779 7,790 440 4,400 440 4,400 CD 00 en ~ SUBTOTAL 24.00 2,979 38,590 2,979 38,590 1,335 16,930 1,335 16,930 ::J" ~ -o· I 

N 6/17/2019 SKG 
'"'CJ 0 

0 
ciJ ~ MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,374 33,236 997 13,460 997 13,958 Cl) 

~ OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 61,803 CD 
~ 4,578 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 ::J 
~ C) t!) SUBTOTAL 27.00 6,952 93,852 6,952 97,328 2,297 31,010 2,297 32,158 CD .... - -· QC) ::J -...l 6/18/2019 SKG 

en 0 
~ ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,916 58,740 1350 20,250 1,350 20,250 @ ,&;.,.. 

CQ N SOLSTICE 11 .00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 !.H 1,000 11,000 

~ RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 
~ 

NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 )::,. 
SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 12,734 169,421 4,479 60,156 4,479 59,856 nr 

Cl) 

6/19/2019 SKG I @ 

GOLDEN PRINCESS 15,00 2,895 43,425 2,895 43,425 1100 16,500 1,100 16,500 
~ 

I RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,334 23,340 858 8,151 858 8,580 = trj ~ 
!'D >< NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 4,182 41,820 1821 18,210 1,821 18,210 ~= QC .... 

0 l:C 
~ .... I 12 N --3 co es C ~ 
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2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON ::0 CD Skagway SCENARIO: MAXIMUM CD ::) :s 0.. Cruise Ships Passengers Crew CD. 5<· 
~ co Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ~ 

I\) 
a NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 --..i. 

AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 16.00 193 3,088 193 3,088 43 688 43 688 
co 
() 

SUBTOTAL 63.75 14,008 168,859 14,008 168,925 5,538 66,286 5,538 66,286 2 rn· 6/20/2019 SKG Cl) 00 
Cf) ~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 193 965 43 215 43 215 ::)-~ 

GRANO PRINCESS 15.00 2,862 42,930 2,862 42,930 1150 17,250 1,150 17,250 i:5" I 
N 

1) = STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,856 28,560 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 = crJ ~ WESTEROAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,165 30,310 817 11,438 817 11,438 (/) 
""C CD = DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,929 25,077 947 11,838 947 12,311 ::) 

IJCl () ~ SUBTOTAL 56.50 10,005 126,878 10,005 127,842 4,057 51,741 4,057 52,214 CD 
~ s· QC) 
QC) 6/21/2019 SKG 

Cf) 0 

@ ..+i 
CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,336 32,704 961 13,454 961 13,454 "'"' co N 
VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 1,023 10,230 465 4,650 465 4,650 

~ 
w 

NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,627 31,524 1100 13,200 1,100 13,200 :--:: 
SUBTOTAL 36.00 5,986 74,458 5,986 74,458 2,526 31,304 2,526 31,304 )::. 

nr 6/22/2019 SKG I (/) 

@ 
CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2 ,200 29 ,700 2,200 30,800 895 12,083 895 12,530 

VOLENOAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 
"C I = M SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,775 52,850 1,542 21,141 1,542 21 ,588 (IQ 
~ >< 
\0 = \0 .... 
0 t::c 

I ..., .... 
13 N ~ co 

~C".l CJ, 
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t ; 
~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ _ _ _ ___ Crew_______ cii" ~- ~ 
CO Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 
I\) 
0 

6/2312019 SKG I ~ 

AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 193 3,667 43 817 43 817 0 ..... 
ISLAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,435 35,308 2,435 36,525 900 13,050 900 13,500 £:; 

(/). 
SEVEN SEAS MARINER 8.00 779 6,232 779 6,232 440 3,520 440 3,520 ct) Q REGATTA 10.00 768 7,680 768 7,680 372 3,720 372 3,720 ~ 

~ SUBTOTAL 51.50 4,175 52,887 4,175 54,104 1,755 21,107 1,755 21,557 -a· 
~ ~ Q 6124/2019 SKG ci3 
~ 

(/) ~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 193 965 43 215 43 215 ct) ~ ~ IJQ QUEEN ELIZABETH 13.00 2,285 29,705 2,285 29,705 900 11,700 900 11,700 () ~ ct) """" OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 -. ~ ~ \0 RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,334 32,676 858 11,583 858 12,012 C/) 

~ SUBTOTAL 45.00 9,390 123,982 9,390 127,438 3,101 41,048 3,101 42,127 @ 
~ co ~ 6125/2019 SKG ~ 

!l) 
GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,895 43,425 1100 16,500 1,100 16,500 '::,::: 

SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11,000 ~ 
!l) 

RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 ~ 

NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 !l) 

"ti I SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 11,713 154,106 4,229 56,406 4,229 56,106 
:., 

IJQ t_'!'j 

~~ 
0 .... 
0 l:C 
~~ I M l:j '""'l co 
el ~ O') 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
9- ____ CruiseShips ___________ Passengers _____________ Crew_______ co· ~- ~ 
to Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+, 
I\) 
a 

6/26/2019 SKG I (0 
ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,916 58,740 1350 19,575 1,350 20,250 (') ..,, 
MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,374 21,366 997 8,973 997 8,973 S en· NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 Cl) 

~ SUBTOTAL 36.75 10,694 136,501 10,694 137,358 4,063 51,285 4,063 51,531 ~ 
~ "8" N 6/27/2019 SKG l) 
Q ~ g STAR PRINCESS 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,856 31,416 1100 11,550 1,100 12,100 (0 ~ en ~ AZAMARA QUEST 10.00 781 7,810 781 7,810 408 4,080 408 4,080 Cl) = ~ IJCl NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,169 30,366 820 11,480 820 11,480 () ~ Cl) 
i,-. DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,929 25,077 947 11,838 947 12,311 -. ~ ~ Q BARANOF DREAM 7.00 41 287 41 287 19 133 19 133 (J) 
Si SUBTOTAL 54.00 7,776 92,564 7,776 94,956 3,294 39,081 3,294 40,104 @ 
""" ca N 
~ 6/28/2019 SKG ~ 

Q) 
NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,627 26,270 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 ~ 
CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 12.00 994 11,928 994 11,928 530 6,360 530 6,360 ~ 
CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,336 32,704 961 13,454 961 13,454 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 36.00 5,957 70,902 5,957 70,902 2,591 30,814 2,591 30,814 Q) 

"'Ci I 6/29/2019 SKG 
~ 

:. ~ I ISLAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,435 35,308 2,435 36,525 900 13,050 900 13,500 

== ........ 
0 t:l:i 
"'°I"'"' I 1s N '"'3 to e; C') '-I 
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~ p 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q.. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ ____ Passengers ___ _ __ _ ____ __ Crew_______ co· ~- ~ 
CO Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -
I\) 

GRAND PRINCESS 13.75 2,862 39,353 2,862 40,068 1150 15,813 1,150 16,100 8 
ASUKA II 10.00 959 9,590 959 9,590 545 5,450 545 5,450 CO 
VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 R 

C: 
SUBTOTAL 52.25 7,831 106,301 7,831 108,233 3,242 43,371 3,242 44,108 tn" 

ct) 

~ 6/30/2019 SKG ~ 
~ CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 2,200 30,800 895 12,530 895 12,530 "ti" 
g SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 779 7,790 440 4,400 440 4,400 ;p 
,? VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 1,023 10,230 465 4,650 465 4,650 rn 
~ 

ct) ~ SUBTOTAL 34.00 4,002 48,820 4,002 48,820 1,800 21,580 1,800 21 ,580 ::J 
~ - @ 
i-- 7/1/2019 SKG ~· ~ ::J i--
0 MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,374 33,236 997 13,460 997 13,958 (n 

~ : OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 !l) 
CQ t"! SILVER MUSE 9.50 656 6,232 656 6,560 408 3,876 408 4,080 ~ 

AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 9.00 193 1,737 193 1,737 43 387 43 387 ~ 
SUBTOTAL 45.50 7,801 101,821 7,801 105,625 2,748 35,273 2,748 36,625 p 

ar 
7/2/2019 SKG I ~ 

!l) 
ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,916 58,740 1350 20,250 1,350 20,250 

"-= SOLSTICE 11 .00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11,000 

~ t_'!'j RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 

~ ~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 
N..,. 
0 CC 
-. ~ I 16 N .-, C0 
~ ~ co 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q. ____ CruiseShips ___________ Passengers _____________ Crew_______ co· ~- ~ 
(0 Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -... 
I\) 

ALASKAN DREAM 5.50 44 242 44 264 18 99 18 108 ~ 
SUBTOTAL 58.75 12,778 170,505 12,778 169,685 4,497 60,255 4,497 59,964 I ~ .., 

7/3/2019 SKG I S en. 
00. GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,895 43,425 1100 16,500 1,100 16,500 CD 

(/) ~ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,334 23,340 858 8,151 858 8,580 ::r-
~ NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 4,182 41,820 1821 18,210 1,821 18,210 i5• N g NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 ~ c m ... SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,815 165,771 13,815 165,837 5,495 65,598 5,495 65,598 ~ 
~ ~ (JCI 7/4/2019 SKG (') ~ CD 
~ STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,856 28,560 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 s· 
~ WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,165 30,310 817 11,438 817 11,438 (/) 

?;-~ DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,929 25,077 947 11,838 947 12,311 ~ 
~ REGATTA 10.50 768 8,064 768 8,448 372 3,906 372 4,092 ~ 

i::u SUBTOTAL 47.00 7,718 91,047 7,718 92,395 3,236 38,182 3,236 38,841 '::,;:: 

7/5/2019 SKG I ~ 
en SUN PRINCESS 13.50 2,218 29,943 2,218 31,052 924 12,474 924 12,936 I @ 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,336 32,704 961 13,454 961 13,454 

~ AMSTERDAM 9.00 1,518 13,662 1,518 13,662 647 5,823 647 5,823 

~ tr'j NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,627 31,524 1100 13,200 1.100 13,200 

~ ~ SUBTOTAL 48.50 8,699 107,833 8,699 108,942 3,632 44,951 3,632 45,413 
~ .... 
0 c:; 
~..,. I 11 
t,J ~ (0 es~ (0 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers _ _____ _ ______ Crew_______ co· ~- ~ 
(0 Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore O 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 
I\) 
a 

7/6/2019 SKG I CQ 
CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,200 30,800 895 12,083 895 12,530 (') 

':""I 
VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 S 

(/). 

SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,775 52,850 1,542 21,141 1,542 21 ,588 CD 
00 ~ 9 7/7/2019 SKG ~ 
~ b" 
~ ISLAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,435 35,308 2,435 36,525 900 13,050 900 13,500 ""CJ 
g SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 779 7,790 440 4,400 440 4,400 q3 ~ (/) ""O SILVER MUSE 9.00 656 5,904 656 5,904 408 3,672 408 3,672 CD = ~ ~ SUBTOTAL 33.50 3,870 49,002 3,870 50,219 1,748 21,122 1,748 21,572 @ 
Ii--'- - ....... 
~ 7/812019 SKG ~ w ~ 
~ AZAMARA QUEST 10.00 781 7,810 781 7,810 408 4,080 408 4,080 @ 
~ OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 (Q 
W RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,334 32,676 858 11,583 858 12,012 ~ 

AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 9.00 193 1,737 193 1,737 43 387 43 387 '::,;:: 

~ 
SUBTOTAL 46.00 7,886 102,859 7,886 106,315 2,609 33,600 2,609 34,679 Q) 

(/) 

71912019 SKG I @ 
GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,895 43,425 1100 16,500 1,100 16,500 

~ I SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11,000 ! ~ RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 

== ""' .... 0 c::, 
..., ..,. -.i. I 1s 
N ""3 Q 
~~ a 
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i ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ ____ Passengers ______ _ _ _____ Crew_ ______ ci5" ><" ~ CO Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 
I\) 
a NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 I ~ 

SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 11,713 154,106 4,229 56,406 4,229 56,106 () 

"'"' 7/10/2019 SKG I ~-
00 ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,916 58,740 1350 19,575 1,350 20,250 ~ 
~ MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,374 21,366 997 8,973 997 8,973 :)-
~ CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 9.50 994 9,443 994 9,940 530 5,035 530 5,300 "Q" g NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 :;p 0 m "' SUBTOTAL 46.25 11,688 145,944 11,688 147,298 4,593 56,320 4,593 56,831 ~ 
~ ~ IJQ 7111/2019 SKG 

(') ~ 
© 

~ STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,856 28,560 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 :j" 
""' NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,169 30,366 820 11,480 820 11,480 (/') 0 

~ = VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 1,023 10,230 465 4,650 465 4,650 ~ 
~ BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 41 328 19 152 19 152 ~ 

ll) SUBTOTAL 42.00 6,089 69,484 6,089 69,484 2,404 27,282 2,404 27,282 ~ 

7/12/2019 SKG I ~ 
(/) NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,627 26,270 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 I @ 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,336 32,704 961 13,454 961 13,454 
~ I AMSTERDAM 9.00 1,518 13,662 1,518 13,662 647 5,823 647 5,823 

~ t'!'j SUBTOTAL 33.00 6,481 72,636 6,481 72,636 2,708 30,277 2,708 30,277 

~~ 
!JI ~ 
0 t::i:i 
..., ~ """'- I 

19 ~ ~ a 
~ C".l """" 
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i p ~ 
~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 

Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers______ _ ______ Crew_______ <ti" )<" 
~ 

CO Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 
I\) 
0 7/13/2019 SKG 

I ~ 

ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,435 34,090 900 12,150 900 12,600 () 
:-, VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 S 
(/) 

SUBTOTAL 27.50 4,010 54,923 4,010 56,140 1,547 21,208 1,547 21 ,658 Ct) 00 ... 
(/) ~ 7/14/2019 SKG .g: 

~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 193 3,667 43 817 43 817 "'t) g CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 2,200 30,800 895 12,530 895 12,530 ci3 ~ 
~ ~ CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 10.00 994 9,940 994 9,940 530 5,300 530 5,300 Ct) ~ 
~ ~ SUBTOTAL 43.00 3,387 44,407 3,387 44,407 1,468 18,647 1,468 18,647 @ ,... -· \0 7/15/2019 SKG 
~ ~ 
(/) S, AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 193 965 43 215 43 215 fil 

~ MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,374 33,236 997 13,460 997 13,958 (Q 
tH OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 ~ 

SILVER MUSE 9.50 656 6,232 656 6,560 408 3,876 408 4,080 '::;::: 
p 

SUBTOTAL 41.50 7,801 101,049 7,801 104,853 2,748 35,101 2,748 36,453 Q) 
~ 

7/16/2019 SKG I fil 
ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,916 58,740 1350 20,250 1,350 20,250 

~ I SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11,000 1 ~ RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 

O'I .... 
0 c::, 
~ .-. -i. I 

20 N .-3 C) 
~ ~ I\) 
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i ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
g_ ____ CruiseShips ___________ Passengers _____________ Crew_ _ _ _ _ _ _ co· ~- ~ 
CO Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+-. 
I\) 

NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 I ~ 
SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 12,734 169,421 4,479 60,156 4,479 59,856 0 

'""' 7/17/2019 SKG I S 
(/). 

00. GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,895 43,425 1100 16,500 1,100 16,500 CD 
en ~ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,334 23,340 858 8,151 858 8,580 ::)-

~ NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41 ,820 4,182 41,820 1821 18,210 1,821 18,210 -a· 
g NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 ~ o CD ~ SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,815 165,771 13,815 165,837 5,495 65,598 5,495 65,598 ~ 
~ ~ ~ 

(J(:j 7/18/2019 SKG C) ~ CD 
~ STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,856 28,560 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 :j• 
~ WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,165 30,310 817 11,438 817 11,438 (/} 

::is-= SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 779 7,790 440 4,400 440 4,400 !l) N (Q ~ SUBTOTAL 34.00 5,800 66,660 5,800 66,660 2,357 26,838 2,357 26,838 ~ 
Ill 

7/19/2019 SKG I :< 
~ 

GRAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,862 38,637 2,862 40,068 1150 15,525 1,150 16,100 I ~ 
CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,336 32,704 961 13,454 961 13,454 ::s_-

!l) 
NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,627 31,524 1100 13,200 1,100 13,200 

""d I SUBTOTAL 39.50 7,825 102,865 7,825 104,296 3,211 42,179 3,211 42,754 
~ 

(1Q ~ =. >< o=e 
-..J .... 
0 t::i::I 
~""'" ~ I 21 t-,.) ~ a 
~ C".l (.,) 
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i ~ ~ 
~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 

Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers___ ___ _ ______ Crew______ _ m· )<" 
~ CO Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ...., 
I\) 
0 7/20/2019 SKG 

I tQ 
CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,200 30,800 895 12,083 895 12,530 (") 

":", VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 S 
Cl)" VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 1,023 10,230 465 4,650 465 4,650 CD 

~ REGATTA 14.00 768 10,752 768 10,752 372 5,208 372 5,208 g? 
~ SUBTOTAL 51.50 5,566 72,732 5,566 73,832 2,379 30,999 2,379 31,446 i3· 
~ ~ Q 7/21/2019 SKG (ti ~ 

Cl) ~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 193 3,667 43 817 43 817 CD ~ 
~ (JCl LE SOLEAL 13.00 246 3,198 246 3,198 139 1,807 139 1,807 () ~ 
CD ..,. ISLAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,435 35,308 2,435 36,525 900 13,050 900 13,500 -. ~ 
~ -l SILVER MUSE 9.00 656 5,904 656 5,904 408 3,672 408 3,672 (J) 

~ SUBTOTAL 55.50 3,530 48,077 3,530 49,294 1,490 19,346 1,490 19,796 fil 
""" 

(Q 
N 
~ 7/22/2019 SKG ~ 

ru 
AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 193 965 43 215 43 215 ~ 
OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61 ,803 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 ~ 
RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13_50 2,334 31,509 2,334 32,676 858 11,583 858 12,012 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 32.00 7,105 94,277 7,105 97,733 2,201 29,348 2,201 30,427 ll) 

"'C I 7/23/2019 SKG 
~ 

~ ~ I GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,895 43,425 1100 16,500 1,100 16,500 

QC .... 

0 CC 
-. .-4 -.i. I 

22 N "°"3 0 
~~ .i::,.. 
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t ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q. ____ CruiseShips _____ ______ Passengers ______ _______ Crew___ ____ en· ~-

~ 
CO Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -... 
I\) 
a SOLSTICE 11 .00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11,000 -.i. 

:~,::::,~~R:AM ::: :::~ :~~ ::,: ::: 1:: ::: 1:: ::~~ ~ 
SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 11,713 154,106 4,229 56,406 4,229 56,106 ~-

~ 7/24/2019 SKG ~ 
~ ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,916 58,740 1350 19,575 1,350 20,250 iJ" g MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,374 21,366 997 8,973 997 8,973 ~ 

CD ~ NORWEGIAN BUSS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 CJ) ~ m = SUBTOTAL 36.75 10,694 136,501 10,694 137,358 4,063 51,285 4,063 51,531 ~ 
~ m ,_. 7/25/2019 SKG ~· ~ 

~ 
QC STAR PRINCESS 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,856 31,416 1100 11,550 1,100 12,100 (f) 0 

~ :: AZAMARA QUEST 9.00 781 7,029 781 7,029 408 3,672 408 3,672 ~ t:! NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,169 30,366 820 11,480 820 11,480 ~ 
DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,929 25,077 947 11 ,838 947 12,311 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 46.00 7,735 91,496 7,735 93,888 3,275 38,540 3,275 39,563 ~ 
a; 

7/26/2019 SKG I ~ 
n> NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,627 26,270 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 

~ I CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,336 32,704 961 13,454 961 13,454 

(1Cl tr°l SUBTOTAL 24.00 4,963 58,974 4,963 58,974 2,061 24,454 2,061 24,454 ;~ 
1,0 .... 

0 CC 
..., ..,. -.i. I 

23 
t,J ""'3 a 
~ ~ 0, 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 

Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers _ _____ _ ______ Crew_______ m· ~- ~ 
(0 Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -.... 
I\) 
a 

7/27/2019 SKG I ~ 

CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 8.50 994 8,449 994 8.946 530 4,505 530 4,770 0 
'.:"I 

ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,435 34,090 900 12,150 900 12,600 S:; en· 
VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 CI) 

~ SUBTOTAL 36.00 5,004 63,372 5,004 65,086 2,077 25,713 2,077 26,428 g? 
~ "'6" N 7/28/2019 SKG 1) 
Q ~ g CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 2,200 30,800 895 12,530 895 12,530 Ct) 
~ en "'O SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 779 7,790 440 4,400 440 4,400 CI) 
~ ~ 
~ SUBTOTAL 24,00 2,979 38.590 2,979 38,590 1,335 16,930 1,335 16,930 @ 
~ --\0 7/29/2019 SKG ~ 
\0 ~ 
S, MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,374 33,236 997 13,460 997 13,958 iif 
~ OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 (Q 
CM SILVER MUSE 9.50 656 6,232 656 6,560 408 3,876 408 4,080 ~ 

VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 1,023 10,230 465 4,650 465 4,650 °::,;:: 
AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 9.00 193 1,737 193 1,737 43 387 43 387 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 55.50 8,824 112,051 8,824 115,855 3,213 39,923 3,213 41 ,275 ~ 
ll) 

7/30/2019 SKG 

~ ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,916 58,740 1350 20,250 1,350 20,250 

; ~ SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11 ,000 

0 ... 
0 ~ 
~ ~ -.i. I 24 
N ~ Q 
~ C') O') 
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.g )> 
"tJ 

2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON 
)J 

CD Skagway SCENARIO: MAXIMUM CD ::i -::::: 
0.. Cruise Ships Passengers Crew a5· 
:><" :lE co Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore 0 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ....... 
I\) 

RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 
a 
........ 

NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 co 
() 

SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 12,734 169,421 4,479 60,156 4,479 59,856 2 en· 
7/31/2019 SKG CD 

00. 
(./) ~ GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,895 43,425 1100 16,500 1,100 16,500 ::i-~ 

RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22 ,173 2,334 23,340 858 8,151 858 8,580 -s· I 
N 

l) Q NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4 ,182 41 ,820 4 ,182 41 ,820 1821 18,210 1,821 18,210 Q 
~ ~ NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4 ,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 (/) 

~ CD 
~ BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 41 328 19 152 19 152 ::i 

(JQ () 
~ SUBTOTAL 55.75 13,856 166,099 13,856 166,165 5,514 65,750 5,514 65,750 CD 
N s· Q 
Q 8/1/2019 SKG 

(./) 0 
@" ~ 

STAR PRINCESS 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,856 31,416 1100 11,550 1,100 12,100 ,I:., 
(Q N 

REGATTA 9.00 768 6,912 768 6,912 372 3,348 372 3,348 

~ 
t.H 

WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,165 30,310 817 11,438 817 11,438 '::::: 
DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,929 25,077 947 11 ,838 947 12,311 )> 
ALASKAN DREAM 5.00 44 220 44 220 18 90 18 90 iii" 

(/) 
SUBTOTAL 51.00 7,762 91,543 7,762 93,935 3,254 38,264 3,254 39,287 @" 

8/2/2019 SKG 
~ 
~ 

I 
LE SOLEAL 13.00 246 3,198 246 3,198 139 1,807 139 1,807 (JQ t_zj ~ .... ~ CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 11 .00 994 10,934 994 10,934 530 5,830 530 5,830 .... = ........ 

0 c::, ......... ........ I 25 
N 1--3 a 
~~ 'J 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q. ____ CruiseShips _____ ______ Passengers _ _________ ___ Crew_______ co· ~- ~ 
~ Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -
I\) 
0 CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,336 32,704 961 13,454 961 13,454 -.,1. 

NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,627 31,524 1100 13,200 1,100 13,200 ~ 
0 

SUBTOTAL 50.00 6,203 78,360 6,203 78,360 2,730 34,291 2,730 34,291 2 
en· 

8/3/2019 SKG CD 
00 ~ ~ CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,200 30,800 895 12,083 895 12,530 ::S-
~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 ij" g AZAMARA QUEST 9.50 781 7,420 781 7,810 408 3,876 408 4,080 ~ c m ~ SUBTOTAL 37.00 4,556 59,170 4,556 60,660 1,950 25,017 1,950 25,668 ~ 
~ ~ (Kl 8/4/2019 SKG C) ~ CD 
~ LE SOLEAL 13.00 246 3,198 246 3,198 139 1,807 139 1,807 :j" 
lo-" ISLAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,435 35,308 2,435 36,525 900 13,050 900 13,500 ~ 0 ~ ~ SEVEN SEAS MARINER 8.00 779 6,232 779 6,232 440 3,520 440 3,520 ~ 
t:! SILVER MUSE 9.00 656 5,904 656 5,904 408 3,672 408 3,672 ::E 

ll) 
SUBTOTAL 44.50 4,116 50,642 4,116 51,859 1,887 22,049 1,887 22,499 ~ 

8/5/2019 SKG I ~ 
(/) 

OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61 ,803 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 I @ 
RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,334 32,676 858 11,583 858 12,012 

~ I AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 9.00 193 1,737 193 1,737 43 387 43 387 

(IQ ~ SUBTOTAL 36.00 7,105 95,049 7,105 98,505 2,201 29,520 2,201 30,599 

:. >< ~= N..,. 
0 c::I 
~..,. -i. I 26 N--3 0 
~ ~ Q) 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q._ _ ___ Cruise Ships_____ _ ___ __ Passengers _ _ _ ___ _ ______ Crew_______ Cii° ~-

~ to Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore O 
Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 

I\) 
a 

8/6/2019 SKG I (0 
GOLDEN PRINCESS 15,00 2,895 43,425 2,895 43,425 1100 16,500 1,100 16,500 0 

::, 
SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11,000 S 

(/). 
RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 CD 

~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 g? 
~ SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 11,713 154,106 4,229 56,406 4,229 56,106 i5° 
~ ~ Q 8/7/2019 SKG ci3 ~ 

(/) "'°d ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,916 58,740 1350 19,575 1,350 20,250 CD ~ 
~ ~ MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,374 21 ,366 997 8,973 997 8,973 () ~ 
CD N NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 -. Q 
~ N SUBTOTAL 36.75 10,694 136,501 10,694 137,358 4,063 51,285 4,063 51,531 (/') 0 
~ 

: 8/8/2019 SKG ~ N 
W STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,856 28,560 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 ~ 

NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,169 30,366 820 11,480 820 11,480 '::,::: 
DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,929 25,077 947 11,838 947 12,311 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 36.50 6,954 83,039 6,954 84,003 2,867 34,318 2,867 34,791 ~ 
!l) 

8/9/2019 SKG 

~ VIKING ORION 12.00 1,023 12,276 1,023 12,276 465 5,580 465 5,580 
; ~ NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,627 26,270 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 

tH .-I 
0 CC 
-. i-. ......i. I 

21 t-> ""3 a 
~ ~ to 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
9- ____ CruiseShips _____ ______ Passengers ____________ _ Crew_______ m· ~- ~ 
CO Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ...., 
I\.) 
0 GRAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,862 38,637 2,862 40,068 1150 15,525 1,150 16,100 -..,4 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,336 32,704 961 13,454 961 13,454 CO 
0 

SUBTOTAL 49.50 8,848 109,887 8,848 111,318 3,676 45,559 3,676 46,134 C: 
en· 8/1012019 SKG ct) 

00 ~ C".l ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,435 34,090 900 12,150 900 12,600 ;:)"' 

~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 i5" 
N ~ g SUBTOTAL 27.50 4,010 54,923 4,010 56,140 1,547 21,208 1,547 21,658 cjJ 
9 -· CJ) "'C 8/11/2019 SKG ct) ~ ~ 
~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 193 3,667 43 817 43 817 ~ 
~ CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 2,200 30,800 895 12,530 895 12,530 :j" 
';; SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 779 7,790 440 4,400 440 4,400 ~ 
~ ~ .,.._ SUBTOTAL 43.00 3,172 42,257 3,172 42,257 1,378 17,747 1,378 17,747 ~ N 

W 8/12/2019 SKG ~ 
~ 

AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 193 965 43 215 43 215 ~ 

MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,374 33,236 997 13,460 997 13,958 j;u 
CJ) 

OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 ~ 
Q) 

SILVER MUSE 9.50 656 6,232 656 6,560 408 3,876 408 4,080 

""C I SUBTOTAL 41.50 7,801 101,049 7,801 104,853 2,748 35,101 2,748 36,453 
~ 

(JQ t'!'j =~ "'"'~ 0 ~ 
..., ~ """" I 2s ~ ~ ""-4 

~ '-l 0 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ ______ Crew_______ CD° ~- ~ 
<.o Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 
I\:> 
a 

8/13/2019 SKG I ~ 

ROYAL PRINCESS 15 00 3,916 58,740 3,916 58,740 1350 20,250 1,350 20,250 0 
~ 

SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11,000 £; 
(/). 

RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 Cl) 

~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 g? 
~ SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 12,734 169,421 4,479 60,156 4,479 59,856 i:3" 
~ ~ Q 8/14/2019 SKG (D 
~ (/) "°O GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,895 43,425 1100 16,500 1,100 16,500 Cl) = ~ ~ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,334 23,340 858 8,151 858 8,580 () 
~ Cl) 
N NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 4,182 41 ,820 1821 18,210 1,821 18,210 -. 
0 ~ ,a. NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 C/) 

~ SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,815 165,771 13,815 165,837 5,495 65,598 5,495 65,598 @ 
~ CQ 
~ 8/15/2019 SKG ~ 

ru 
STAR PRINCESS 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,856 31,416 1100 11,550 1,100 12,100 '::=:; 
WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,165 30,310 817 11,438 817 11,438 ~ 
DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,929 25,077 947 11,838 947 12,311 ~ 

REGATTA 8.00 768 6,144 768 6,144 372 2,976 372 2,976 0) 

",:1 1 SUBTOTAL 45.00 7,718 90,555 7,718 92,947 3,236 37,802 3,236 38,825 
~ 

(IQ t_'!'j =~ Ul .,.. 
Q cc 
""" """" --.\ I 2s N ""3 --.\ 
~ ~ --.\ 
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i ~ 
b ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q. ____ CruiseShips ___________ Passengers ______ _______ Crew_______ ci5• ~- ~ 
~ Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -.., 
I\) 
a 

8/16/2019 SKG I ~ 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,336 32,704 961 13,454 961 13,454 () 
":"'I 

NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12_00 2,627 31,524 2,627 31,524 1100 13,200 1,100 13,200 S 
(/). 

SUBTOTAL 26.00 4,963 64,228 4,963 64,228 2,061 26,654 2,061 26,654 CD 
00 ~ 9 8/17/2019 SKG ~ ~ b. 
~ CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,200 30,800 895 12,083 895 12,530 1) 
g VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 q3 ~ (/) 
~ SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,775 52,850 1,542 21,141 1,542 21,588 ~ 
~ - n 
n) 8/18/2019 SKG CD 
N -. Q ~ Ul AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 193 3,667 43 817 43 817 ~ 

S, ISLAND PRINCESS 14 00 2,435 34,090 2,435 34,090 900 12,600 900 12,600 @ 
~ SEVEN SEAS MARINER 8.00 779 6,232 779 6,232 440 3,520 440 3,520 (Q 
tH SILVER MUSE 9.00 656 5,904 656 5,904 408 3,672 408 3,672 ~ 

~ 
SUBTOTAL 50.00 4,063 49,893 4,063 49,893 1,791 20,609 1,791 20,609 ~ 

..... 
8/19/2019 SKG I ~ 

;,_-
AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 193 965 43 215 43 215 I Sl) 

GRAND PRINCESS 13.25 2,862 37,922 2,862 37,206 1150 15,238 1,150 14,950 

~ I OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 ; 5 RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,334 32,676 858 11,583 858 12,012 

O'I .... 
0 CC 
-. """ -.i. I 30 N ""3 _.., 
~ ~ I\) 
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~ p 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ ___ __ Passengers______ _ _ _ ____ Crew_______ ci) · ~- ~ 
CO Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 
I\) 
0 

SUBTOTAL 45.25 9,967 132,199 9,967 134,939 3,351 44,586 3,351 45,377 I ~ 

8/20/2019 SKG I (') 
2 GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,895 43,425 1100 16,500 1.100 16,500 en· 

r.,;_ SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11,000 ~ 
~ RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 :::r 
~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 i5• 
N ~ g SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 11,713 154,106 4,229 56,406 4,229 56,106 (ti 
~ ~ 
~ 8/21 /2019 SKG ~ 
~ n ~ ROYAL PRINCESS 14,50 3,916 56,782 3,916 58,740 1350 19,575 1,350 20,250 Cl) 
~ MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,374 21,366 997 8,973 997 8,973 :j" 
0-, NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 (f) 0 ~ ~ SUBTOTAL 36,75 10,694 136,501 10,694 137,358 4,063 51,285 4,063 51,531 ~ N 

W 8/22/2019 SKG ~ 
~ 

STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,856 28,560 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 p 
NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,169 30,366 820 11,480 820 11,480 n5" 

~ DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,929 25,077 947 11,838 947 12,311 ~ 
ru BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 41 328 19 152 19 152 

""d I SUBTOTAL 44.50 6,995 83,367 6,995 84,331 2,886 34,470 2,886 34,943 :., 
(JCl ~ :. ~ ... = -...J .... 

0 = '""I..,. -.i. I 31 N 1-3 -.i. es C".l v.) 
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i ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ ____ Passengers______ _ ______ Crew_______ cf ~- ~ 
CO Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -... 
I\) 
0 

8/2312019 SKG I ~ 

NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,627 26,270 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 () 
~ 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,336 32,704 961 13,454 961 13,454 ~ en. 
SUBTOTAL 24.00 4,963 58,974 4,963 58,974 2,061 24,454 2,061 24,454 Cl) 

00 ~ 9 8/24/2019 SKG ~ ~ ~-
~ CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 11.00 994 10,934 994 10,934 530 5,830 530 5,830 "'tJ 
g ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,435 34,090 900 12,150 900 12,600 <n ~ en "'C VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 Cl) ~ ~ (JQ ALASKAN DREAM 5.50 44 242 44 264 18 99 18 108 (") ~ Cl) 
~ SUBTOTAL 44.00 5,048 66,099 5,048 67,338 2,095 27,137 2,095 27,596 :j" 
--...l 
0 8/25/2019 SKG ~ 
~ ru ~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 193 3,667 43 817 43 817 (Q 
~ CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 

SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 779 7,790 440 4,400 440 4,400 ~ 
~ SUBTOTAL 43.00 972 11,457 972 11,457 483 5,217 483 5,217 fil" 
en 

8/26/2019 SKG I @ 
AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 193 965 43 215 43 215 

~ I MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,374 33,236 997 13,460 997 13,958 ; 5 OVATIONOFTHESEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 

CIC ..,. 
0 c::I 
..., ..,. -.i. I 32 ~ ~ ...... 
~ C') ~ 
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h h 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ ___ _ _ Passengers______ _ ______ Crew_______ m· ~- ~ 
CO Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -., 
I\) 
a SILVER MUSE 9.50 656 6,232 656 6,560 408 3,876 408 4,080 -.. 

BARANOFDREAM 6.00 41 246 41 246 19 114 19 114 CO 
0 

SUBTOTAL 47.50 7,842 101,295 7,842 105,099 2,767 35,215 2,767 36,567 2 
en· 8/27/2019 SKG ct) 

00 ~ ~ ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,916 58,740 1350 20,250 1,350 20,250 ::)-

~ SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11,000 -0" g RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 ;p 
([j ~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 (/) 

~ 
ct) ~ SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 12,734 169,421 4,479 60,156 4,479 59,856 ~ 

~ 
ct) N 8/28/2019 SKG _ _ 

Q ~ 
QC) GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,895 43,425 1100 16,500 1,100 16,500 ~ 0 ~ ~ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,334 23,340 858 8,151 858 8,580 ~ 
~ NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 4,182 41,820 1821 18,210 1,821 18,210 ~ 

NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 ~ 
SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,815 165,771 13,815 165,837 5,495 65,598 5,495 65,598 h 

ii> 
8/29/2019 SKG I ~ 

Ill GRAND PRINCESS 15.00 2,862 42,930 2,862 42,930 1150 17,250 1,150 17,250 

"°d STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,856 28,560 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 

~ trj WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,165 30,310 817 11,438 817 11,438 = ~ DISNEYWONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,929 25,077 947 11,838 947 12,311 

'° .... 
0 ~ ...,..., -.. I 33 Ni-, -.. 
~ ~ 0, 
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i ~ 
l:) ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers _ _____ _ ___ _ __ Crew___ _ _ __ cii" ~- ~ 
CO Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -.., 
I\) 
a 

SUBTOTAL 51 .50 9,812 125,913 9,812 126,877 4,014 51 ,526 4,014 51,999 I ~ 

8/30/2019 SKG I (") 

2 CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,336 32,704 961 13,454 961 13,454 ci;" 
r.,J_ CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 10.00 994 9,940 994 9,940 530 5,300 530 5,300 ~ 
~ NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,627 31,524 1100 13,200 1,100 13,200 ::r-
~ -· ~ SUBTOTAL 36.00 5,957 74,168 5,957 74,168 2,591 31,954 2,591 31,954 l:) 
Q ~ g 8/31/2019 SKG Cti ~ 

~ 

~ CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,200 30,800 895 12,083 895 12,530 ~ 
~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 ~ 
~ REGATTA 14.00 768 10,752 768 10,752 372 5,208 372 5,208 :j" 
\0 
0 SUBTOTAL 41 .50 4,543 62,502 4,543 63,602 1,914 26,349 1,914 26,796 ~ 
~ ru 
~ 9/1/2019 SKG (Q w ~ 

AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 193 3,667 43 817 43 817 ~ 
ISLAND PRINCESS 14.00 2,435 34,090 2,435 34,090 900 12,600 900 12,600 ~ 

SEVEN SEAS MARINER 8.00 779 6,232 779 6,232 440 3,520 440 3,520 Q) 
~ SILVER MUSE 9.00 656 5,904 656 5,904 408 3,672 408 3,672 ~ 
ru 

SUBTOTAL 50.00 4,063 49,893 4,063 49,893 1,791 20,609 1,791 20,609 

: I 9/2/2019 SKG 

~ ti"! 
~ ~ I AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5,00 193 965 193 965 43 215 43 215 

0 .... 
0 t:i::I ...,~ ~ I 34 
~ ~ ~ es C".l 0) 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ ____ Passengers ______ _ ______ Crew_______ co· ~- ~ 
CO Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ....._ 
I\) 
a OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 -.i, 

RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,334 32,676 858 11,583 858 12,012 ~ 
SUBTOTAL 32.00 7,105 94,277 7,105 97,733 2,201 29,348 2,201 30,427 2 

en· 
9/3/2019 SKG ct) 

00 C/) 
~ GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,895 43,425 1100 16,500 1,100 16,500 ::J-
~ SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11,000 i:5° g RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 ~ 

(ti $=> NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 (/) 
~ ct) = SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 11,713 154,106 4,229 56,406 4,229 56,106 g 
~ ct) 
N 9/4/2019 SKG ~· ~ ~ 
Q ROYAL PRINCESS 14.00 3,916 54,824 3,916 54,824 1350 18,900 1,350 18,900 C/) 0 ~ ~ NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 !l) 
N (.Q 
(M SUBTOTAL 27.25 8,320 113,177 8,320 112,076 3,066 41,637 3,066 41,208 ~ 

~ 9/5/2019 SKG I ~ 

~ 
STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,856 28,560 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 I ~ 
NOORDAM 14,00 2,169 30,366 2,169 30,366 820 11,480 820 11,480 ~ 

!l) 
DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,929 25,077 947 11,838 947 12,311 

"'C I SUBTOTAL 36.50 6,954 83,039 6,954 84,003 2,867 34,318 2,867 34,791 
~ 

IJQ t,lj :. ~ 
NQ:: .... ,... 
0 ~ 
..., ,... -.i. I 35 
N 1-3 -.i. 
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h h 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 

Q.. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ ____ Passengers____ __ _ _ _____ Crew_______ m· ~- ~ 
CO Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore O 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ......, 
I\) 
a 

9/6/2019 SKG I ~ 

NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,627 26,270 1100 11,000 1,100 11 ,000 (") 
:-, 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,336 32,704 961 13,454 961 13,454 s; 
(/). 

CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 11.00 994 10,934 994 10,934 530 5,830 530 5,830 Cl) 

~ BARANOF DREAM 6.00 41 246 41 246 19 114 19 114 ~ 
~ SUBTOTAL 41.00 5,998 70,154 5,998 70,154 2,610 30,398 2,610 30,398 -s• 
~ ~ 0 9/7/2019 SKG (ti 
~ (/) 
"'O GRAND PRINCESS 14.25 2,862 40,784 2,862 40,068 1150 16,388 1,150 16,100 Cl) 
~ . ~ ~ ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,435 34,090 900 12,150 900 12,600 () 
~ Cl) 
N VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 -. 
~ ~ 
~ SUBTOTAL 41.75 6,872 95,707 6,872 96,208 2,697 37,596 2,697 37,758 (J) s, - ~ ts 9/8/2019 SKG ~ 
tH AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 193 3,667 43 817 43 817 ~ 

CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 2,200 30,800 895 12,530 895 12,530 '::,;:: 

SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 779 7,790 440 4,400 440 4,400 ~ 
ll) 

BARANOF DREAM 7.50 41 308 41 328 19 143 19 152 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 50.50 3,213 42,565 3,213 42,585 1,397 17,890 1,397 17,899 ll) 

"C I 9/9/2019 SKG 
~ 

:. ~ I AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 193 965 43 215 43 215 N= 
N'""" 
0 CC 
-.. '""" -.i. I 36 N .-3 -.i. 

~C") Q) 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ____ __ _ ______ Crew_______ en· ~- ~ 
CO Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 
I\) 

OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 ~ 
SILVER MUSE 9.50 656 6,232 656 6,560 408 3,876 408 4,080 CO 

0 
SUBTOTAL 28.00 5,427 69,000 5,427 71,617 1,751 21,641 1,751 22,495 2 

en· 
9/10/2019 SKG CD 

00 ~ C':J ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,916 58,740 1350 20,250 1,350 20,250 ::J-
~ SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 3,135 34,485 1000 11,000 1,000 11,000 i5• 
g RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 :;:p 
~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 rn 
~ CD ~ SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 12,734 169,421 4,479 60,156 4,479 59,856 ~ 
~ CD N 9/11/2019 SKG __ 
~ ~ 
~ GOLDEN PRINCESS 14.50 2,895 41,978 2,895 43,425 1100 15,950 1,100 16,500 ~ 

:::,:_-~ NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 4,182 41,820 1821 18,210 1,821 18,210 J:l) 
(Q ~ NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 ~ 
J:l) 

SUBTOTAL 37.75 11,481 142,151 11,481 142,497 4,637 56,897 4,637 57,018 ~ 

9/12/2019 SKG I ~ 
(/) 

STAR PRINCESS 10,00 2,856 28,560 2,856 28,560 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 I @ 
WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,165 30,310 817 11,438 817 11,438 

~ I DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,929 25,077 947 11,838 947 12,311 

~ t'!j SUBTOTAL 36.50 6,950 82,983 6,950 83,947 2,864 34,276 2,864 34,749 .... ~ N= w .... 
0 C0 
~ ..,. -.i. I 37 
N 1-3 -.i. 
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~ ~ ~ 
~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 

Q.. ____ CruiseShips _____ ______ Passengers _____ ________ Crew_______ en· ~-
~ to Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -... 
I\) 
0 9/13/2019 SKG 

I ~ 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14,00 2,336 32,704 2,336 32,704 961 13,454 961 13,454 (") 
':"I CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 11 .00 994 10,934 994 10,934 530 5,830 530 5,830 S en· NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,627 31,524 1100 13,200 1,100 13,200 Cl) 

~ SUBTOTAL 37.00 5,957 75,162 5,957 75,162 2,591 32,484 2,591 32,484 ~ 
~ -o· N 9/14/2019 $KG 1) Q 

~ g CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,200 30,800 895 12,083 895 12,530 ct) ~ 
(I) ""O VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 Cl) ~ 
~ ~ SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,775 52,850 1,542 21,141 1,542 21,588 ~ 

N ~" 
-. ,... 9/15/2019 SKG 
~ ~ 
~ ~ SEVEN SEAS MARINER 7.00 779 5,453 779 5,453 440 3,080 440 3,080 fil e SUBTOTAL 7.00 779 5,453 779 5,453 440 3,080 440 3,080 ~ 
Q) 9/16/2019 SKG 
~ 

OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61 ,803 4,578 64,092 1300 17,550 1,300 18,200 e 
ru 

SUBTOTAL 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,578 64,092 1,300 17,550 1,300 18,200 ~ 
ru 

9/17/2019 SKG 

~ GOLDEN PRINCESS 14.50 2,895 41,978 2,895 43,425 1100 15,950 1,100 16,500 
:. ~ RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,366 43,758 1200 15,900 1,200 15,600 
N = NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 .a;;.. ... 

0 = ..., ....i -.1. I 
38 N --3 I\) 

~~ 0 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
Q. ____ CruiseShips _____ ______ Passengers _____________ Crew_______ m· ~- ~ 
(0 Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 
I\) 
a 

SUBTOTAL 41.75 8,578 119,016 8,578 119,621 3,229 44,856 3,229 45,106 I ~ 

9/18/2019 SKG I 0 
2 

NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4.182 41,820 4,182 41,820 1821 18,210 1,821 18,210 en· 
00. NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 Cl) en C":l NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,169 30.366 820 11,480 820 11,480 :J-
~ --N SUBTOTAL 37.25 10,755 130,539 10,755 129,438 4,357 52,427 4,357 51,998 "t) 
Q - ""O g 9/1912019 SKG ci3 ~ ~ 

~ STAR PRINCESS 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,856 31,416 1100 11,550 1,100 12,100 ~ 
~ ~ ~ SUBTOTAL 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,856 31,416 1,100 11,550 1,100 12,100 Cl) 
~ - s· 
,a. 9/2012019 SKG (f) 
0 ~ ~ NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,627 26,270 1100 11,000 1,100 11,000 ll) 
N (Q 
tH SUBTOTAL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,627 26,270 1,100 11,000 1,100 11,000 ~ 

ll) 
9/21/2019 SKG I '::,::: 

~ 
CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,200 30,800 895 12,083 895 12,530 I ~ 
VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,575 22,050 647 9,058 647 9,058 ~ 

ll) 
SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,775 52,850 1,542 21 ,141 1,542 21 ,588 

~ I 9122/2019 - • SKG -

~ ~ 
~ ~ I CARNIVAL LEGEND 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,336 30,368 961 12,493 961 12,493 

Ul ""'" 
0 = ,.... ..,. -.1. I 39 
N ~ I\) 
~ '-l -.&. 
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t ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MAXIMUM ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ___ _ __ _ ______ Crew._______ m· ~- ~ 
(0 Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 

Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -
I\) 
0 

SUBTOTAL 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,336 30,368 961 12,493 961 12,493 I ~ 

9/23/2019 SKG I 0 
2 ROYAL PRINCESS 13.50 3,916 52,866 3,916 54,824 1350 18,225 1,350 18,900 ci5• 
Cl) r.,J. SUBTOTAL 13.50 3,916 52,866 3,916 54,824 1,350 18,225 1,350 18,900 (/) 

~ ~ ';< 9/24/2019 SKG "5· 
N g NORWEGIAN JOY 13.25 4,182 55,412 4,182 54,366 1821 24,128 1,821 23,673 ;p 
$=) NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,317 32,438 929 13,006 929 13,006 rn 
~ Cl) ~ SUBTOTAL 27.25 6,499 87,850 6,499 86,804 2,750 37,134 2,750 36,679 :J ~ n ~ Cl) N 9/25/2019 SKG __ 
~ ::i 
UI NORWEGIAN BLISS 13,25 4,404 58,353 4,404 57,252 1716 22,737 1,716 22,308 (/) 0 ~ = WESTERDAM 14,00 2,165 30,310 2,165 30,310 817 11,438 817 11,438 ll) 
~ NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,169 30,366 820 11,480 820 11,480 ~ 

ll) SUBTOTAL 41.25 8,738 119,029 8,738 117,928 3,353 45,655 3,353 45,226 ~ 

9/26/2019 SKG I ~ 
ll) 
en NORWEGIAN JEWEL 13.25 2,627 34,808 2,627 34,151 1100 14,575 1,100 14,300 I @ 

SUBTOTAL 13.25 2,627 34,808 2,627 34,151 1,100 14,575 1,100 14,300 

~ I 10/1/2019 - SKG 

~ tr'! 
.,.. ~ I NORWEGIANJOY 13.25 4,182 55,412 4,182 54,366 1821 24,128 1,821 23,673 N= 
O'\ '""" 
0 ~ 
~ ~ -.i. I 40 N ~ I\) 
~ ~ I\) 
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Skagway 

_____ Cruise Ships ____ _ 

Ship 

SUBTOTAL 

10/3/2019 SKG 

NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

SUBTOTAL 

GRAND TOTAL 

In-port 
Hours 

13.25 

13.25 

13.25 

5,604.75 

2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON 
SCENARIO: MAXIMUM 

_ _____ Passengers _____ _ _ ______ Crew _______ _ 

Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard 
Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew 

4,182 

2,627 

2,627 

55,412 

34,808 

34,808 

4,182 

2,627 

2,627 

54,366 

34,151 

34,151 

1,066,875 13,626,469 1,066,875 13,740,816 

1,821 

1100 

1,100 

412,673 

Aboard Ashore Ashore 
Hours Hours Estimate 

24,128 

14,575 

14,575 

5,234,570 

1,821 23,673 

1,100 14,300 

1,100 14,300 

412,673 5,276,076 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ § Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ ____ __ Crew_______ cii" ~- ~ 
"-4. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 
0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 

I\) 
0 

4/29/2019 SKG I ~ 

RUBY PRINCESS 13.50 3,366 45,441 3,198 38,376 1200 16,200 360 3,960 I R 
SUBTOTAL 13.50 3,366 45,441 3,198 38,376 1,200 16,200 360 3,960 ~-

Cl) 
00 4/3012019 SKG (/) 
~ ~ ~ NORWEGIAN JOY 13-25 4,182 55,412 3,973 43,703 1821 24,128 546 5,460 i3• 
~ 
0 SUBTOTAL 13.25 4,182 55,412 3,973 43,703 1,821 24,128 546 5,460 --0 g ~ 
~ 5/212019 SKG ~ 
~ ~ (JQ CARNIVAL LEGEND 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,219 24,409 961 12,493 288 2,880 C) ~ Cl) 
~ SUBTOTAL 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,219 24,409 961 12,493 288 2,880 :j• 
QC 
O 513/2019 SKG ~ 
~ ru ~ STAR PRINCESS 13.50 2,856 38,556 2,713 32,556 1100 14,850 330 3,630 (Q 
~ ~ SUBTOTAL 13.50 2,856 38,556 2,713 32,556 1,100 14,850 330 3,630 !l) 

~ 
51412019 SKG I ~ 

nr ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,313 27,756 900 12,150 270 2,970 I ~ 

SUBTOTAL 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,313 27,756 900 12,150 270 2,970 ru 
~ I 5/712019 SKG 
~ 

~ ~ I NORWEGIAN JOY 13.25 4,182 55,412 3,973 43,703 1821 24,128 546 5,460 

~ = NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 \I:) .... 

0 CC 
..., .... "-4. 
~ ~ I\) 
~ C".l (]l 
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lo'd 

~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 

9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ _ _____ Crew_______ m· ~- ~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 
0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours "'""+\ 

I\) 
0 

SUBTOTAL 27.25 6,499 87,850 6,174 70,115 2,750 37,134 825 8,529 I ~ 

5/8/2019 SKG I () 
2 

NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58.353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 (i;" 
CD 

rJJ_ SUBTOTAL 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1,716 22,737 515 5,150 Cf) 
~ ~ 
~ 5/9/2019 SKG -a· 
N g CARNIVAL LEGEND 13.00 2,336 30.368 2,219 24,409 961 12,493 288 2,880 ~ o m ~ SUBTOTAL 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,219 24,409 961 12,493 288 2,880 ~ 

~ ~ (JQ 5/10/2019 SKG (") 
~ CD 
~ GRAND PRINCESS 14.25 2,862 40,784 2,719 32,628 1150 16,388 345 3,795 :5· 
1.0 GOLDEN PRINCESS 13,50 2,895 39,083 2,750 33,000 1100 14,850 330 3,630 Cf) 0 ~ 
~ SUBTOTAL 27.75 5,757 79,867 5,469 65,628 2,250 31,238 675 7,425 ~ 

tH 5/11/2019 SKG ~ 
':::;:: 

CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,090 25,080 895 12,083 269 2,959 ~ 

VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 Q)" 
CJ) 

SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,586 43,032 1,542 21 ,141 463 5,093 @ 
5/12/2019 SKG 

~ tr'l 
~ I ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,31 3 27,756 900 12,150 270 2,970 

~ ~ SUBTOTAL 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,313 27,756 900 12,150 270 2,970 

= i--. 
0 !:ti 
-. i--. -.i. I 2 
N 1-l I\) 
~ ~ 0) 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q.. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ___ ___ _ ______ Crew____ ___ Q)° ~- ~ 
-...A. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q C> Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -

I\) 
C) 

5/13/2019 SKG I ~ 

SEVEN SEAS MARINER 8.00 779 6,232 740 4,440 440 3,520 132 660 () 
-::-, 

ECLIPSE 13.00 3,135 40,755 2,978 32,758 1000 13,000 300 3,000 S en . 
SUBTOTAL 21 .00 3,914 46,987 3,718 37,198 1,440 16,520 432 3,660 Cl) oo - en ~ 5/14/2019 SKG ~ 7' ~-

~ RUBY PRINCESS 13.75 3,366 46,283 3,198 38,376 1200 16,500 360 3,960 ""C) 
g SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 ~ ~ en "-= NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14,00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 Cl) ~ ~ IJ(l MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,255 15,785 997 8,973 299 1,794 (") ~ Cl) N NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 ~· N ~ 
Q SUBTOTAL 61.00 15,596 192,925 14,816 153,399 5,842 72,216 1,753 16,373 (f) 
0 ~ ~ 5/15/2019 SKG ~ N 

~ ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,720 48,360 1350 19,575 405 4,860 ~ 
BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 39 234 19 152 6 30 ~ 

~ SUBTOTAL 22.50 3,957 57,110 3,759 48,594 1,369 19,727 411 4,890 Q) 
en 

5/16/2019 SKG I @ 
WESTERDAM 9.00 2,165 19,485 2,057 14,399 817 7,353 245 1,470 

~ I STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,713 21,704 1100 11,000 330 2,310 

:. ~ NOORDAM 14,00 2,169 30,366 2,061 24,732 820 11,480 246 2,706 

(,;,j = ~ .... 
0 ~ 
-.. ..,. """" I 3 N ~ I\) 
~ C') '..J 
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t ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q. ____ CruiseShips _____ ______ Passengers ______ _______ Crew_______ co· ~- ~ 
"""" Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -... 

I\) 
0 

SUBTOTAL 33.00 7,190 78,411 6,831 60,835 2,737 29,833 821 6,486 I ~ 

5/17/2019 SKG I 0 
2 CARNIVAL LEGEND 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,219 24,409 961 12,493 288 2,880 en· 
(t) 

r,J_ SUBTOTAL 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,219 24,409 961 12,493 288 2,880 (/) 
~ ~ ~ 5/18/2019 SKG -a· g ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,313 27,756 900 12,150 270 2,970 ~ 
~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 rn 
~ (t) ~ SUBTOTAL 27.50 4,010 54,923 3,809 45,708 1,547 21,208 464 5,104 :J ~ n ~ (t) N 5/19/2019 SKG ~· N :J 
..,._ CORAL PRINCESS 13,50 2,200 29,700 2,090 25,080 895 12,083 269 2,959 (/) 0 ~ ~ BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 39 234 19 152 6 30 ll) ~ ~ N 
W SUBTOTAL 21.50 2,241 30,028 2,129 25,314 914 12,235 275 2,989 ~ 

ll) 
5/2012019 SKG I ~ 

~ 
MILLENNIUM 13.50 2.374 32,049 2,255 21.060 997 13,460 299 3,289 I ru 
OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 ! 
SEVEN SEAS MARINER 9.00 779 7,011 740 5,180 440 3,960 132 792 

i-c, I SUBTOTAL 36.00 7,731 100,863 7,344 84,428 2,737 34,970 821 8,371 
~ 
~ t_'!'j :. ~ 
~ = N ,-.; 
0 c::I 
~ ,-.; --4 I 4 
N ""3 I\) es~ Q) 
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i ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q._ _ ___ CruiseShips ________ _ __ Passengers _ _ _ _ __ ______ _ Crew_ _ _____ co· )(" 

~ 
-.&. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore O 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ---+, 

I\) 
0 

5/21/2019 SKG I (0 
ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,720 48,360 1350 20,250 405 4,860 () 

'.::'I SOLSTICE 11 .00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 S 
cn • RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,198 35,178 1200 15,900 360 3,600 Cl) 

~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14,00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 ~ 
~ SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 12,097 136,752 4,479 60,156 1,344 13,929 "5· 
~ - - 1J 0 5/22/2019 SKG (ti ~ 

(/) ""C GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,750 35,750 1100 16,500 330 3,960 Cl) = ~ (J'Cl RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9,50 2,334 22,173 2,217 17,736 858 8,151 257 1,799 () ~ 
Cl) N NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 3,973 31,784 1821 18,210 546 3,822 ~· N 
~ N NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 CJ) 

s, SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,B15 165,771 13,124 131,294 5,495 65,598 1,64B 14,731 @" ~ 
~ N 

<M 5/23/2019 SKG ~ 
Ill 

STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,713 21,704 1100 11,000 330 2,310 '::,:::: 
WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,057 24,684 817 11,438 245 2,695 ~ 
DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,833 20,163 947 11,838 284 2,840 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 36.50 6,950 82,983 6,603 66,551 2,864 34,276 859 7,845 ll) 

"°d I 5/24/2019 ·-- SKG 
i= 

~ ~ I QUEEN ELIZABETH 11 .00 2,285 25,135 2,171 19,539 900 9,900 270 2,160 

~s 
'""l""" -.&. I s N """l I\) 

~ ~ co 
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i p 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH $g 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ ___ __ Passengers ______ _ ______ Crew__ _____ Co" ><" ~ 
-.1. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ......, 

I\) 
0 CARNIVAL LEGEND 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,219 24,409 961 12,493 288 2,880 -.&. 

NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,496 24,960 1100 13,200 330 2,970 CQ 
() 

SUBTOTAL 36.00 7,248 87,027 6,886 68,908 2,961 35,593 888 8,010 2 
en· 5/25/2019 SKG CD 

00 
~ C".) CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,090 25,080 895 12,083 269 2,959 :J-

~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 ij· N 
~ g SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,586 43,032 1,542 21,141 463 5,093 (ti 

~ ~ ~ 5/26/2019 SKG CD ~ 
~ ~ ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,313 27,756 900 12,150 270 2,970 @ 

N 
--N SUBTOTAL 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,313 27,756 900 12,150 270 2,970 ~ ~ 
~ Si 5127/2019 SKG @" 

A 
~ t:! OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 ~ 

RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,217 26,604 858 11 ,583 257 2,827 ~ 
SUBTOTAL 27,00 6,912 93,312 6,566 78,792 2,158 29,133 647 7,117 p 

i:i5" 5/28/2019 SKG I ~ 
Ill GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,750 35,750 1100 16,500 330 3,960 

""C SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 
~ ~ RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,198 35,178 1200 15,900 360 3,600 
.,.. >< NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 
tH = ,,. .... 
0 CC ...,.,... ..... I 

6 ~ '"'3 CA) 

~ ~ 0 
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~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 

S ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ _ _____ Crew_______ cii" x· 
~ 

-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 
I\) 
a SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 11 ,127 124,142 4,229 56,406 1,269 13,029 I C0 

5/29/2019 SKG I () 
2 AZAMARA QUEST 10.50 781 8,201 742 6,678 408 4,284 122 976 ci5• 

OO ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,720 48,360 1350 19,575 405 4,860 ~ 
C':) MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,255 15,785 997 8,973 299 1,794 ::r ';< NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 i5• g BARANOF DREAM 10.00 41 410 39 312 19 190 6 42 ~ = m ~ SUBTOTAL 57.25 11,516 145,112 10,940 117,159 4,490 55,759 1,347 12,822 ~ ~ ~ (1Cl 5/30/2019 SKG 

() ~ m ~ STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,713 21,704 1100 11 ,000 330 2,310 :j" 
-,;;., NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,061 24,732 820 11,480 246 2,706 (/) 0 

~ ~ DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,833 20,163 947 11 ,838 284 2,840 ~ t:! SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 740 5,920 440 4,400 132 924 ~ 
ALASKAN DREAM 5.50 44 242 42 168 18 99 5 15 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 52.00 7,777 91,071 7,389 72,687 3,325 38,817 997 8,795 ~ 

tu 5/31/2019 SKG 
I ~ 

ll> GRAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,862 41,499 2,719 35,347 1150 16,675 345 4,140 
'"Cj NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,496 19,968 1100 11 ,000 330 2,310 
~ tr1 CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,219 26,628 961 13,454 288 3,168 
,_. ~ VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 972 7,776 465 4,650 140 980 w= UI ~ 

0 = ..., ~ -.i. I 
7 N i,o,3 (A) 

~C".l ..... 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ ____ Passengers ___ ___ _ _ ___ __ Crew,_ _ _____ m· ><" ~ 
"""4 Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours --+. 

I\) 
0 SUBTOTAL 48.50 8,848 110,703 8,406 89,719 3,676 45,779 1,103 10,598 I ~ 

6/112019 SKG I 0 
2 ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,313 27,756 900 12,150 270 2,970 ci)· 

00. VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 ~ 
9 SUBTOTAL 27.50 4,010 54,923 3,809 45,708 1,547 21,208 464 5,104 ~ 7' -o· ~ 6/2/2019 SKG 1) 
Q 

~ ~ CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,090 25,080 895 12,083 269 2,959 Cl) 
~ m = SUBTOTAL 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,090 25,080 895 12,083 269 2,959 :::i ~ n ~ m ~ 61312019 SKG ~· ~ :::i 
UI QUEEN ELIZABETH 11.00 2,285 25,135 2,171 19,539 900 9,900 270 2,160 (f) 0 

~ i-+i MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,255 27,060 997 13,460 299 3,289 ll) ~ 
~ t:! OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 ~ 
ru SUBTOTAL 38.00 9,237 118,987 8,775 98,787 3,197 40,910 959 9,739 '::,;::: 

6/4/2019 SKG I ~ 
Cl) ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,720 48,360 1350 20,250 405 4,860 I fil 

SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 
~ RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,198 35,178 1200 15,900 360 3,600 
~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 ~ r_'!'j 
~ ~ BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 39 234 19 152 6 30 
O'I .... 
0 CC 
""°'l ..,. """4 I a N'""3 (A,) 
~ ~ I\) 
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t ~ "b ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers _ _ ___ _ _ _ _____ Crew_______ co· ~-

~ 
...,. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+-. 

I\) 
0 SUBTOTAL 61.25 12,775 170,591 12,136 136,986 4,498 60,308 1,350 13,959 I ~ 

6/5/2019 SKG I 0 
2 GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,750 35,750 1100 16,500 330 3,960 ci,j" 

OO RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,217 17,736 858 8,151 257 1,799 Cl) 
en ~ NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 3,973 31,784 1821 18,210 546 3,822 ::r-~ --1 NORWEGIAN BUSS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 "tJ ~ ~ Q SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,815 165,771 13,124 131,294 5,495 65,598 1,648 14,731 Cti 

~ ~ ~ 6/6/2019 SKG Cl) ~ 
~ 

, STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,713 21 ,704 1100 11,000 330 2,310 @ 
~ WESTERDAM 14,00 2,165 30,310 2,057 24,684 817 11,438 245 2,695 s· 
~ DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,833 20,163 947 11,838 284 2,840 en ~ 

~ t:i SUBTOTAL 36.50 6,950 82,983 6,603 66,551 2,864 34,276 859 7,845 ~ 
~ 6/7/2019 SKG ~ 

'::,;:: 
CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,219 26,628 961 13,454 288 3,168 ~ 

REGATTA 8.00 768 6,144 730 4,380 372 2,976 112 560 m° 
~ NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,496 24,960 1100 13,200 330 2,970 ~ 
ru 

SUBTOTAL 34.00 5,731 70,372 5,445 55,968 2,433 29,630 730 6,698 

~ I 6/8/2019 SKG 
~ tr1 
,_. ~ I CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,090 25,080 895 12,083 269 2,959 w= .....:i .... 
0 t:l::l ..., .,.. ...,. I 

9 N '""3 v.) 
ers ~ w 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q.. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ ____ __ Crew,_______ CD° )(" 

~ 
~ Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 

I\) 
C) VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 l (0 

SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,586 43,032 1,542 21,141 463 5,093 () 

':"\ 6/9/2019 SKG I S. 
(/) 

7J1 ISLAND PRINCESS 15.00 2,435 36,525 2,313 30,069 900 13,500 270 3,240 ~ 
~ SEVEN SEAS MARINER 7.00 779 5,453 740 3.700 440 3,080 132 528 ::,-
~ AZAMARA QUEST 10.00 781 7,810 742 5,936 408 4,080 122 854 -a· g CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 11.00 994 10,934 944 8,496 530 5,830 159 1,272 :JJ 0 m ~ SUBTOTAL 43.00 4,989 60,722 4,739 48,201 2,278 26,490 683 5,894 ~ 
~ ~ (JQ 6/10/2019 SKG 

() ~ m 
~ GRAND PRINCESS 14.25 2,862 40,784 2,719 32,628 1150 16,388 345 3,795 :j• 
-..J OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 (f) 0 

~ = RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31 ,509 2,217 26,604 858 11,583 257 2,827 ~ 
~ VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 972 7,776 465 4,650 140 980 ~ 

ru SUBTOTAL 51.25 10,797 144,326 10,257 119,196 3,773 50,171 1,132 11,892 ':::;: 

6/11/2019 SKG I ~ 
(/) GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,750 35,750 1100 16,500 330 3,960 I fil 

SOLSTICE 11 .00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11 ,000 300 2,400 
""C RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,198 35,178 1200 15,900 360 3,600 
~ trj NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 

t::: ~ SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 11,127 124,142 4,229 56,406 1,269 13,029 
QC .... 

0 t::c 
~""'" ~ I 

10 N .-3 W 
~~ ~ 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ ___ __ Passengers _ _____ _ ______ Crew_______ en· )<" 

~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -... 

I\) 
0 

6/12/2019 SKG I CQ 
ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,720 48,360 1350 19,575 405 4,860 () ..., 
MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,255 15,785 997 8,973 299 1,794 S cn · NORWEGIAN BUSS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 ct) 

~ SUBTOTAL 36.75 10,694 136,501 10,159 110,169 4,063 51,285 1,219 11,804 g? 
~ -o· N 6/13/2019 SKG l) 0 

~ g STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,713 21,704 1100 11,000 330 2,310 ([j ~ 
(/) ~ NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,061 24,732 820 11,480 246 2,706 CD ~ 
~ ~ DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,833 20,163 947 11,838 284 2,840 () ~ 
CD N BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 39 234 19 152 6 30 -. N 
~ 00 SUBTOTAL 44.50 6,995 83,367 6,646 66,833 2,886 34,470 866 7,886 C/) 0 
~ = 6/14/2019 SKG ~ N 

W NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,496 19,968 1100 11,000 330 2,310 ~ 
QUEEN ELIZABETH 13.00 2,285 29,705 2,171 23,881 900 11,700 270 2,700 '::=::: 
CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,219 26,628 961 13,454 288 3,168 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 37.00 7,248 88,679 6,886 70,477 2,961 36,154 888 8,178 ~ 
Ill 

6/15/2019 SKG 

~ ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,313 27,756 900 12,150 270 2,970 
; ~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 

\0 .... 
0 t::e 
-., """ -.i. I 

11 ~ ~ CA) es C') 0, 
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i p 
~ 

~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q.. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ _ _ ____ Crew.___ ____ co· ~-

~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o C Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -

I\) 
a SUBTOTAL 27.50 4,010 54,923 3,809 45,708 1,547 21,208 464 5,104 I ~ 

6/16/2019 SKG 
I (") 

2 CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 2,090 25,080 895 12,530 269 2,959 en· 
00. SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 740 5,920 440 4,400 132 924 ~ 9 SUBTOTAL 24.00 2,979 38,590 2,830 31,000 1,335 16,930 401 3,883 ::!" 7"' 

~-~ 6/17/2019 SKG 1J 
Q 

~ $= MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,255 27,060 997 13,460 299 3,289 (/) 
~ OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61 ,803 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 ~ ~ n ~ SUBTOTAL 27.00 6,952 93,852 6,604 79,248 2,297 31,010 689 7,579 Cl) N 

--N 
~ 1,0 6/18/2019 SKG 
(/) 

0 
~ ~ ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,720 48,360 1350 20,250 405 4,860 ll) ~ 
~ t:! SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 ~ 

RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,198 35,178 1200 15,900 360 3,600 ~ 
NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 p 

SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 12,097 136,752 4,479 60,156 1,344 13,929 gT 
~ 6119/2019 SKG I ll> 

~ GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,750 35,750 1100 16,500 330 3,960 
~ trj RADIANCEOFTHESEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,217 17,736 858 8,151 257 1,799 
~ ~ NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 3,973 31,784 1821 18,210 546 3,822 =~ 
0 CC 
-. ~ -.i. I 

12 N --3 Cy 
~ ~ O') 
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p p 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
~ ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers _____ _ ____ _ Crew_______ ~-

....,. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ...., 
I\) 

NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 8 
AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 16.00 193 3,088 183 2,562 43 688 13 169 (0 

() 
SUBTOTAL 63.75 14,008 168,859 13,307 133,856 5,538 66,286 1,661 14,900 2 

en· 6/2012019 SKG 
([) 

~ 
~ C':) AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 183 549 43 215 13 26 ::r, ~ --'N GRAND PRINCESS 15.00 2,862 42,930 2,719 35,347 1150 17,250 345 4,140 "t, g STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,713 21,704 1100 11,000 330 2,310 ~ 

~ WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,057 24,684 817 11,438 245 2,695 rn 
~ DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,833 20,163 947 11,838 284 2,840 ~ ~ 

~ ft> SUBTOTAL 56.50 10,005 126,878 9,505 102,447 4,057 51,741 1,217 12,011 ([) 
~ --~ 

~ 0 6121/2019 SKG 
~ 

0 
~ = CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,219 26,628 961 13,454 288 3,168 ll) 

CQ ~ VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 972 7,776 465 4,650 140 980 ::E 
NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31 ,524 2,496 24,960 1100 13,200 330 2,970 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 36.00 5,986 74,458 5,687 59,364 2,526 31,304 758 7,118 p 
ar 6122/2019 SKG I ~ 
ll) CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,090 25,080 895 12,083 269 2,959 

~ I VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 

~ tr'l SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51 ,750 3,586 43,032 1,542 21,141 463 5,093 ,... ~ ~= ,... .... 
0 t:c 
..., ~ ....,. I 

13 N .., C,,) 

~ ~ '-I 
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~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 

Q. ____ CruiseShips _____ __ ____ Passengers ____________ _ Crew_____ __ c5· ~-
~ -.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q C Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+, 
I\) 
C 6/23/2019 SKG 

I CQ 
AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 183 3,111 43 817 13 208 (") 

:-, ISLAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,435 35,308 2,313 30,069 900 13,050 270 3,240 S en· SEVEN SEAS MARINER 8.00 779 6,232 740 4,440 440 3,520 132 660 ct) ~ REGATTA 10.00 768 7,680 730 5,840 372 3,720 112 784 ~ 
~ SUBTOTAL 51.50 4,175 52,887 3,966 43,460 1,755 21,107 527 4,892 i5· ~ 

~ 0 6/24/2019 SKG (ti 9 
en "'C AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 183 549 43 215 13 26 ct> ~ 
~ CJQ QUEEN ELIZABETH 13.00 2,285 29,705 2,171 23,881 900 11,700 270 2,700 () ~ 
ct> N OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 -. ~ 
~ I-'- RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,217 26,604 858 11,583 257 2,827 (/) 

~ SUBTOTAL 45.00 9,390 123,982 8,920 103,222 3,101 41,048 930 9,843 fil """ 
CQ 

N 
~ 6/25/2019 SKG 

~ 
!l) 

GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,750 35,750 1100 16,500 330 3,960 ~ 
SOLSTICE 11 .00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 ~ 
RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,198 35,178 1200 15,900 360 3,600 ~ 
NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 !l) 

""d 
I SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 11,127 124,142 4,229 56,406 1,269 13,029 

~ 
(JQ ~ 

~~ N .,... 
0 t:c 
~ .,... -.i. I 

14 N ~ (A) 

~ ~ Q) 
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t ~ 
~ ~ § Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers _ _ ____ _ _ _____ Crew___ _ _ __ CD° )(° 

~ 
--.4. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 

I\) 
0 

6/26/2019 SKG I (0 
ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,720 4B,360 1350 19,575 405 4,860 () 

""' MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,255 15,785 997 8,973 299 1,794 S 
(/). 

NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4.404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 Cl) 

~ SUBTOTAL 36.75 10,694 136,501 10,159 110,169 4,063 51,285 1,219 11,804 g? 
~ i3· N 6/27/2019 SKG 1J 
Q 

~ g STAR PRINCESS 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,713 24.417 1100 11,550 330 2,640 ([j ~ 
(/) ""C AZAMARA QUEST 10.00 781 7,810 742 5,936 408 4,080 122 854 Cl) = ~ (JQ NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,061 24,732 820 11.480 246 2,706 () ~ 
Cl) N DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,833 20,163 947 11,838 284 2,840 -. w 
~ N BARANOF DREAM 7.00 41 287 39 195 19 133 6 24 (./') 

:; SUBTOTAL 54.00 7,776 92,564 7,388 75,443 3,294 39,081 988 9,064 @" 
~ ~ W 6/28/2019 SKG ~ 

Ill 
NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,496 19,968 1100 11,000 330 2,310 °:::::; 
CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 12.00 994 11 ,928 944 9,440 530 6,360 159 1,431 ~ 
CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,219 26,628 961 13,454 288 3,168 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 36.00 5,957 70,902 5,659 56,036 2,591 30,814 777 6,909 ll) 

""d I 6/29/2019 SKG 
~ 15 I ISLAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,435 35,308 2,313 30,069 900 13,050 270 3,240 

~ .-1 
0 c::i 
'""l ""'" --.4. I 

1s N ,-,,J (A) 

~ ~ co 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
~ ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ ____ __ Crew_______ ~-

-..i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours --+, 
I\) 

GRAND PRINCESS 13,75 2,862 39,353 2,719 32,628 1150 15,813 345 3,795 8 
ASUKA II 10.00 959 9,590 911 7,288 545 5,450 164 1,148 (0 
VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 R c:: 

SUBTOTAL 52.25 7,831 106,301 7,439 87,937 3,242 43,371 973 10,317 en· 
Cl) 

~ 6/30/201 9 SKG ~ 
~ CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 2,090 25,080 895 12,530 269 2,959 i5• g SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 740 5,920 440 4,400 132 924 ~ 
~ VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 972 7,776 465 4,650 140 980 rn ~ 

Cl) ~ SUBTOTAL 34.00 4,002 48,820 3,802 38,776 1,800 21,580 541 4,863 :J ~ - @ 
~ 7/1/2019 SKG 

-. ~ 
::i 

';; MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,255 27,060 997 13,460 299 3,289 (/) 
~ ~ OVATIONOFTHESEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 Qj 

(,Q t;:! SILVER MUSE 9,50 656 6,232 623 4,984 408 3,876 122 854 ~ 
AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 9.00 193 1,737 183 1,281 43 387 13 78 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 45.50 7,801 101,821 7,410 85,513 2,748 35,273 824 8,511 ~ 

nr 7/2/2019 SKG I ~ 
Qj ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,720 48,360 1350 20,250 405 4,860 

""C SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 
~ trj RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,198 35,178 1200 15,900 360 3,600 
: ~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 
.a. ~ 
0 c;:j 
..., ~ -..i. I 

16 ~ '""l ~ es~ o 
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t ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ ___ __ Passengers______ _ _ _ ____ Crew_ ______ co· ~-

~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -., 

I\) 
0 ALASKAN DREAM 5.50 44 242 42 168 18 99 5 15 I -.i. 

SUBTOTAL 58.75 12,778 170,505 12,139 136,920 4,497 60,255 1,349 13,944 ~ 
~ 7/3/2019 SKG I S (/). 

00. GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,750 35,750 1100 16,500 330 3,960 ~ 
C"'.) RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,217 17,736 858 8,151 257 1,799 :J--;< NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 3,973 31,784 1821 18,210 546 3,822 i5· g NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 ~ c m ,.. SUBTOTAL 47 .75 13,815 165,771 13,124 131,294 5,495 65,598 1,648 14,731 ~ 
~ ~ ~ 7/4/2019 SKG 

() ~ m 
~ STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,713 21 ,704 1100 11,000 330 2,310 ::j" 6 WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,057 24,684 817 11,438 245 2,695 ~ = DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,833 20,163 947 11,838 284 2,840 ~ 
~ REGATTA 10.50 768 8,064 730 6,570 372 3,906 112 896 ~ 

Ill SUBTOTAL 47.00 7,718 91,047 7,333 73,121 3,236 38,182 971 8,741 °::,-::: 

7/5/2019 SKG I ~ 
(/) SUN PRINCESS 13.50 2,218 29,943 2,107 25,284 924 12,474 277 3,047 I fil 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,219 26,628 961 13,454 288 3,168 
"'°d AMSTERDAM 9.00 1,518 13,662 1,442 10,094 647 5,823 194 1,164 
~ t'!j NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31 ,524 2,496 24,960 1100 13,200 330 2,970 

~ ~ SUBTOTAL 48.50 8,699 107,833 8,264 86,966 3,632 44,951 1,089 10,349 
Ul .,.. 
0 c:l 
...,~ -.i. I 

17 N --3 ~ 
~ ~ -.I. 
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~ h ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers _ ___ _ _ _ _ _____ Crew_______ m· )(" 

~ 
-..i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore O C Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -.... 

I\) 
a 

7/6/2019 SKG I (0 
CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,090 25,080 895 12,083 269 2,959 () 

~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9.058 194 2,134 S en· 
SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,586 43,032 1,542 21,141 463 5,093 ([) 00 

~ ~ 7/7/2019 SKG ~ 
I 

~ ISLAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,435 35,308 2,313 30,069 900 13,050 270 3,240 1) g SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 740 5,920 440 4,400 132 924 (ti ~ 
(I) ~ SILVER MUSE 9.00 656 5,904 623 4,361 408 3,672 122 732 ([) ~ 
~ ~ SUBTOTAL 33.50 3,870 49,002 3,676 40,350 1,748 21,122 524 4,896 @ 

~ -~ -. ~ 7/8/2019 SKG ~ ~ 
~ ~ 1>:ZAMARA QUEST 10.00 781 7,810 742 5,936 406 4.060 122 854 @ t; OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4.578 61 ,603 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 (Q 

~ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2.334 31 ,509 2,217 26.604 856 11,583 257 2,827 ~ 
AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 9.00 193 1,737 183 1,281 43 387 13 76 '::,::: 

h SUBTOTAL 46.00 7,886 102,859 7,491 86,009 2,609 33,600 782 8,049 Q) 
(I) 

7/9/2019 SKG I @ 
GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2.895 43,425 2.750 35,750 1100 16.500 330 3,960 

~ I SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,465 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 1 ~ RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3.198 35,178 1200 15.900 360 3,600 

O"I i-. 

0 CC 
-.. i-. -..i. I 

1a N""3 ..J::,.. 
~ ~ I\) 
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t ~ ~ 
~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 

Q.. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ ______ Crew______ _ ffi• )(" 
~ 

-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 
I\) 

NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 I ~ 
SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 11,127 124,142 4,229 56,406 1,269 13,029 (') 

..., 
7/10/2019 SKG 

I S 
Cl)" 

rr,_ ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,720 48,360 1350 19,575 405 4,860 CD 
(/) C":) MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,255 15,785 997 8,973 299 1,794 ::J-~ CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 9.50 994 9,443 944 7,552 530 5,035 159 1,113 °5" g NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 ~ 0 
© ~ SUBTOTAL 46.25 11,688 145,944 11,103 117,721 4,593 56,320 1,378 12,917 ~ ~ ~ IJ'Q 7/11/2019 SKG 
() ~ 
CD t:! STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,713 21,704 1100 11.000 330 2,310 :j" 

~ NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,061 24,732 820 11,480 246 2,706 ~ 
:;: VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 972 7,776 465 4,650 140 980 ~ t:! BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 39 234 19 152 6 30 :::E 

Sl) SUBTOTAL 42.00 6,089 69,484 5,785 54,446 2,404 27,282 722 6,026 '::,:;: 

7112/2019 SKG I ~ 
(/) NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,496 19,968 1100 11 ,000 330 2,310 I @ 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,219 26,628 961 13,454 288 3,168 
~ I AMSTERDAM 9,00 1,518 13,662 1,442 10,094 647 5,823 194 1,164 

~ t'!'j SUBTOTAL 33.00 6,481 72,636 6,157 56,690 2,708 30,277 812 6,642 .... ~ 
""'= --..:a .... 
0 CC 
..., ~ -.i. I 

19 ~ "'"3 ~ 
e3C") w 
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t ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
9- ____ CruiseShips _____ ______ Passengers ______ _______ Crew_ _ _____ ci5" x· 

~ 
.....i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -., 

I\) 
0 

7/13/2019 SKG I ~ 

ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,313 27,756 900 12,150 270 2,970 () 
'.:"'I VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 S en· 

SUBTOTAL 27.50 4,010 54,923 3,809 45,708 1,547 21,208 464 5,104 (t) 00 
~ 9 7/14/2019 SKG ~ ~ ~ ~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 183 3,111 43 817 13 208 1J g CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 2,090 25,080 895 12,530 269 2,959 ci3 ~ en ""0 CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 10.00 994 9,940 944 7,552 530 5,300 159 1,113 (t) = ~ , SUBTOTAL 43.00 3,387 44,407 3,217 35,743 1,468 18,647 441 4,280 @ 

N ~· ~ 7/15/2019 SKG ~ ~ ~ ~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 183 549 43 215 13 26 fil 
't::i MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,255 27,060 997 13,460 299 3,289 (Q 
~ OVATIONOFTHESEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4.349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 ~ 

SILVER MUSE 9.50 656 6,232 623 4,984 408 3,876 122 854 ~ 
~ SUBTOTAL 41 .50 7,801 101 ,049 7,410 84,781 2,748 35,101 824 8,459 m 
en 

7/16/2019 SKG I fil 
ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,720 48,360 1350 20,250 405 4,860 

~ I SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 
:. ~ RUBYPRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,198 35,178 1200 15,900 360 3,600 ... = QC .... 

0 t::= 
-. ~ .....i. I 

20 N '""'.l ,,l::l,,. es C".l .i::i.. 
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i ~ ~ 
~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 

Q. ____ CruiseShips _____ __ ____ Passengers ____ __ _______ Crew_______ ci5" ~-
~ -.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o C Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ....., 
I\) 

NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 I ~ 
SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 12,097 136,752 4,479 60,156 1,344 13,929 () 

':"I rn~9 ~ 
I S en· 

VJ_ GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,750 35,750 1100 16,500 330 3,960 Cl) 
(/) C") RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,217 17,736 858 8,151 257 1,799 :::r-~ NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 3,973 31,784 1821 18,210 546 3,822 i5· g NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 ~ Q 
m ~ SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,815 165,771 13,124 131,294 5,495 65,598 1,648 14,731 ~ ~ ~ ~ a-<= 7/18/2019 SKG 
() ~ 
Cl) ~ STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,713 21,704 1100 11,000 330 2,310 :j• ~ WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,057 24,684 817 11,438 245 2,695 ~ 

~ SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10,00 779 7,790 740 5,920 440 4,400 132 924 Qj N 
(Q W SUBTOTAL 34.00 5,800 66,660 5,510 52,308 2,357 26,838 707 5,929 ~ 
i:u 

7/19/2019 SKG I ~ 
~ GRAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,862 38,637 2,719 32,628 1150 15,525 345 3,795 I ii," 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,219 26,628 961 13,454 288 3,168 ~ 
NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,496 24,960 1100 13,200 330 2,970 

""C I SUBTOTAL 39.50 7,825 102,865 7,434 84,216 3,211 42,179 963 9,933 ~ 
(JQ ['.!!!j :. ~ ... = I&; .,..; 

0 = ..., .,..; -.i. I 
21 N ~ ~ 

~ ~ 0, 
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i ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ ______ Crew_~----- ci5° ~-

~ 
.....i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ....._ 

I\) 
a 

7/20/2019 SKG I ~ 

CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,090 25,080 895 12,083 269 2,959 0 
~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 S 
(/). 

VIKING ORION 10 00 1,023 10,230 972 7,776 465 4,650 140 980 ([) 
~ REGATTA 14,00 768 10,752 730 8,760 372 5,208 112 1,232 g? 
~ SUBTOTAL 51.50 5,566 72,732 5,288 59,568 2,379 30,999 715 7,305 -0" 
~ - ~ 0 7/21/2019 SKG (U ~ 

(/) ""C AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 183 3,111 43 817 13 208 ([) = ~ IJ'Q LE SOLEAL 13.00 246 3,198 234 2,574 139 1,807 42 420 (") ~ 
([) N ISLAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,435 35,308 2,313 30,069 900 13,050 270 3,240 -. w 
~ \a SILVER MUSE 9.00 656 5,904 623 4,361 408 3,672 122 732 (/) 

g, SUBTOTAL 55.50 3,530 48,077 3,353 40,115 1,490 19,346 447 4,600 @ ~ - ~ W 7/22/2019 SKG ~ 
ll) 

AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5,00 193 965 183 549 43 215 13 26 '::,:::: 
OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 ~ 
RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,217 26,604 858 11 ,583 257 2,827 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 32.00 7,105 94,277 6,749 79,341 2,201 29,348 660 7,143 llj 

"°d I 7/23/2019 SKG 
~ 

:. ~ I GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,750 35,750 1100 16,500 330 3,960 

Ul = 
Q -0 CC 
-. - .....i. I 

22 N--, ~ 
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t ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q. ____ CruiseShips ________ ___ Passengers _ ____________ Crew_ ______ co· x· 

~ 
-i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 

I\) 
0 SOLSTICE 11 .00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 -i. 

:;":::~:::AM ::: ::: :: :::: ::::: 1

: ::: :: ::: ~ 
SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 11,127 124,142 4,229 56,406 1,269 13,029 ~-

~ 7/24/2019 SKG ~ 
~ ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,720 48,360 1350 19,575 405 4,860 i:5· g MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,255 15,785 997 8,973 299 1,794 ~ 

CD ~ NORWEGIAN BUSS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 C/) ~ m = SUBTOTAL 36.75 10,694 136,501 10,159 110,169 4,063 51,285 1,219 11,804 ~ ~ m ~ 7/2512019 SKG 
-. ~ 
~ 

Q STAR PRINCESS 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,713 24,417 1100 11,550 330 2,640 (J) 0 
~ = AZAMARA QUEST 9.00 781 7,029 742 5,194 408 3,672 122 732 ~ 

~ NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,061 24,732 820 11,480 246 2,706 ~ 
DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,833 20,163 947 11,838 284 2,840 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 46.00 7,735 91,496 7,349 74,506 3,275 38,540 982 8,918 ~ 

ii, 
7/26/2019 SKG I ~ 

Qj NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,496 19,968 1100 11,000 330 2,310 
~ I CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,219 26,628 961 13,454 288 3,168 

~ ~ SUBTOTAL 24.00 4,963 58,974 4,715 46,596 2,061 24,454 618 5,478 .... >< 
Ul Q:l ........ 
0 t:c 
""°'l ~ -i. I 

23 N '""3 ~ 
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i ~ ~ 
~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 

Q. ____ CruiseShips _____ ___ _ _ _ Passengers ______ _____ __ Crew_____ _ _ co· >c:" 
~ 

-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore O C Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ....., 
I\) 
C 7/27/2019 SKG 

I ~ 

CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 8.50 994 8,449 944 6,608 530 4,505 159 954 () -, 
ISLAND PRINCESS 13,50 2,435 32,873 2,313 27,756 900 12,150 270 2,970 S 

(I)" VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 CD 
~ SUBTOTAL 36.00 5,004 63,372 4,753 52,316 2,077 25,713 623 6,058 ~ -< "5· N 7/28/2019 SKG l) 0 

~ g CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 2,090 25,080 895 12,530 269 2,959 CD ~ 
Cf) "'C SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 740 5,920 440 4,400 132 924 CD ~ 
~ ~ SUBTOTAL 24.00 2,979 38,590 2,830 31,000 1,335 16,930 401 3,883 ~ 

N - ~· ~ 7/29/2019 SKG 
~ ~ 
~ S, MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,255 27,060 997 13,460 299 3,289 @ 

t!::i OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 (Q 
tH SILVER MUSE 9.50 656 6,232 623 4,984 408 3,876 122 854 ~ 

VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 972 7,776 465 4,650 140 980 '::,::: 
AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 9.00 193 1,737 183 1,281 43 387 13 78 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 55.50 8,824 112,051 8,382 93,289 3,213 39,923 964 9,491 ~ 
ll) 

7/30/2019 SKG 

~ ROYAL PRINCESS 15,00 3,916 58,740 3,720 48,360 1350 20,250 405 4,860 1 ~ SOLSTICE 11 .00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 

N ...i 
0 t:,:I 
..., ...i -.i. I 

24 N'"'l .l:l,,, 
~ ~ Q) 



E
X

C
.SG

Y
-000462

"'d 

~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ _ _____ Crew._______ m· )(" 

~ 
-....i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ....., 

I\) 
0 RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,198 35,178 1200 15,900 360 3,600 -....i. 

NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 CO 
() 

SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 12,097 136,752 4,479 60,156 1,344 13,929 2 
en· 7/31/2019 SKG CD 

'Ji - .. . --- (/') ~ GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,750 35,750 1100 16,500 330 3,960 :)-
~ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,217 17,736 858 8,151 257 1,799 i5· g NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 3,973 31,784 1821 18,210 546 3,822 :J1 

CD ~ NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 CJ) 
~ BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 39 234 19 152 6 30 ~ ~ n ~ SUBTOTAL 55.75 13,856 166,099 13,163 131,528 5,514 65,750 1,654 14,761 CD 
~ -- - s· N ~~9 ~ 

(/') 
0 

~ = STAR PRINCESS 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,713 24,417 1100 11 ,550 330 2,640 ~ 
~ REGATTA 9.00 768 6,912 730 5,110 372 3,348 112 672 ~ 

WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,057 24,684 817 11,438 245 2,695 ~ 
DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,833 20,163 947 11,838 284 2,840 ~ 

ALASKAN DREAM 5.00 44 220 42 126 18 90 5 10 Q) 
CJ) 

SUBTOTAL 51.00 7,762 91,543 7,375 74,500 3,254 38,264 976 8,857 @ 
8/2/2019 SKG 

~ t_zj I LE SOLEAL 13.00 246 3,198 234 2,574 139 1,807 42 420 
; ~ CRYSTALSYMPHONY 11.00 994 10,934 944 8,496 530 5,830 159 1,272 
tH .... 
0 t::c 
..., ""'" -....i. I 

2s N--, ~ 

~ ~ (0 
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p 
p 

~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ____ __ _ _ _ ____ Crew_______ Cti" )(" 

~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q a Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -

I\) 
CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,219 26,628 961 13,454 288 3,168 9 
NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,496 24,960 1100 13,200 330 2,970 ~ 

(") 
SUBTOTAL 50.00 6,203 78,360 5,893 62,658 2,730 34,291 819 7,830 2 

en· 8/3/2019 SKG CD rJJ. --
(./) ~ CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,090 25,080 895 12,083 269 2,959 :J-~ VOLENDAM 1400 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 "'5" N g AZAMARA QUEST 9.50 781 7,420 742 5,936 408 3,876 122 854 ~ o m ~ SUBTOTAL 37.00 4,556 59,170 4,328 48,968 1,950 25,017 585 5,947 ~ ~ - ~ (IQ 8/4/2019 SKG 
C) ~ 
CD ~ LESOLEAL 13.00 246 3,198 234 2,574 139 1,807 42 420 :j" 

~ ISLAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,435 35,308 2,31 3 30,069 900 13,050 270 3,240 (./) 
~ :;: SEVEN SEAS MARINER 8.00 779 6,232 740 4,440 440 3,520 132 660 ~ 

~ SILVER MUSE 9.00 656 5,904 623 4,361 408 3,672 122 732 ~ 
!l) SUBTOTAL 44.50 4,116 50,642 3,910 41,444 1,887 22,049 566 5,052 ~ 

8/5/2019 SKG 
I ~ 

(/) OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61 ,803 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 I @ 
RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,217 26,604 858 11,583 257 2,827 

~ I AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 9.00 193 1,737 183 1,281 43 387 13 78 

~ ~ SUBTOTAL 36.00 7,105 95,049 6,749 80,073 2,201 29,520 660 7,195 ,... >< 
Ul = ,i;;.. ..... 

0 = ~ ,.... -.i. I 
2s N ""3 C.,, 

~G") a 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ ______ Crew_______ Co" ~- ~ 
-"- Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 
0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 

I\) 
0 

8/6/2019 SKG I (0 
GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,750 35,750 1100 16,500 330 3,960 (") 

""'I 
SOLSTICE 11 .00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 S°: cn · RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,198 35,178 1200 15,900 360 3,600 CD 

~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 ~ 
~ SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 11,127 124,142 4,229 56,406 1,269 13,029 -a· 
~ ~ Q 8/7/2019 SKG Cti 
~ 

(/) 
~ ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,720 48,360 1350 19,575 405 4,860 CD = ~ ~ MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21 ,366 2,255 15,785 997 8,973 299 1,794 () ~ CD N NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 -. ~ ~ ~ SUBTOTAL 36.75 10,694 136,501 10,159 110,169 4,063 51,285 1,219 11,804 (J) 
0 ~ ~ 8/8/2019 SKG ~ N 
W ·-· STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,713 21,704 1100 11,000 330 2,310 ~ 

NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,061 24,732 820 11,480 246 2,706 ~ 
DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,833 20,163 947 11,838 284 2,840 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 36.50 6,954 83,039 6,607 66,599 2,867 34,318 860 7,856 ~ 
Q) 

8/9/2019 SKG 

~ VIKING ORION 12.00 1,023 12,276 972 9,720 465 5,580 140 1,260 

~ a NORWEGIANJEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,496 19,968 1100 11,000 330 2,310 

Ul .,.. 
0 CC -. .,.. -"- I 21 N "°'3 0, es ~ -"-
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~ p ~ 
~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 

Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ ______ Crew_______ m· ~-
~ 

-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q C Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -
I\) 
a GRAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,862 38,637 2,719 32,628 1150 15,525 345 3,795 -.i. 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,219 26,628 961 13,454 288 3,168 (0 
(") 

SUBTOTAL 49.50 8,848 109,887 8,406 88,944 3,676 45,559 1,103 10,533 2 
c;;· 8/10/2019 SKG CD 00 
~ C':l ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,313 27,756 900 12,150 270 2,970 :::r-~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 i5" ~ ~ Q SUBTOTAL 27.50 4,010 54,923 3,809 45,708 1,547 21,208 464 5,104 ci3 9 -
Cl) ""d 8111/2019 SKG CD = 
~ ~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 183 3,111 43 817 13 208 @ 

~ CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 2,090 25,080 895 12,530 269 2,959 ::j" 
"-:; SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 740 5,920 440 4,400 132 924 ~ ~ 

~ ~ SUBTOTAL 43.00 3,172 42,257 3,013 34,111 1,378 17,747 414 4,091 ~ 
N - ~ (H 8112/2019 SKG 

ll) 

~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 183 549 43 215 13 26 p 
MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,255 27,060 997 13,460 299 3,289 Q) 

Cl) OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 ~ 
ll) SILVER MUSE 9.50 656 6,232 623 4,984 408 3,876 122 854 

""d I SUBTOTAL 41.50 7,801 101,049 7,410 84,781 2,748 35,101 824 8,459 = 
(JQ tr1 ;~ 
O'I .... 
0 a; 
"""l .-. -.i. I 

2s N ~ 0, 
~ ~ I\) 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q. ____ CruiseShips ___________ Passengers _ _____ _______ Crew_______ co· ~- ~ 
-.&. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 
0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -

I\) 
0 

8/13/2019 SKG I (0 
ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,720 48,360 1350 20,250 405 4,860 () 

""" SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 S: 
(/). 

RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,198 35,178 1200 15,900 360 3,600 CD 
~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 g2 
~ SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 12,097 136,752 4,479 60,156 1,344 13,929 °5" 
~ -- l) 
Q 8/14/2019 SKG (ti 
~ 

(/) ""O GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,750 35,750 1100 16,500 330 3,960 CD ~ ~ (}Cl RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,217 17,736 858 8,151 257 1,799 C) ~ CD N NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 3,973 31,784 1821 18,210 546 3,822 ~· ~ ~ 0'-1 NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 (J'J 

s, SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,815 165,771 13,124 131,294 5,495 65,598 1,648 14,731 @ 
~ ~ t.H 8/15/2019 SKG ~ 

ll) 
STAR PRINCESS 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,713 24,417 1100 11,550 330 2,640 ~ 
WESTERDAM 14,00 2,165 30,310 2,057 24,684 817 11,438 245 2,695 ~ 
DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,833 20,163 947 11,838 284 2,840 ~ 
REGATTA 8,00 768 6,144 730 4,380 372 2,976 112 560 ll) 

""0 SUBTOTAL 45.00 7,718 90,555 7,333 73,644 3,236 37,802 971 8,735 
~ 

IJ'Cl ti'1 

~~ 
--l .... 
0 CC 
~""""'-. I 29 ~ ~ CJ'1 
~ ~ C,,) 
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p p 
~ ~ § Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ ______ Crew_ ______ Co" ~- ~ 
...,.. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 
0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -

I\) 
a 

8/16/2019 SKG I (0 
CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,219 26,628 961 13,454 288 3,168 (") 

~ 
NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,496 24,960 1100 13,200 330 2,970 S: 

(/). 
SUBTOTAL 26,00 4,963 64,228 4,715 51,588 2,061 26,654 618 6,138 Cl) 

00 ~ ~ 8/17/2019 SKG ~ 
I ~ ~ CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,090 25,080 895 12,083 269 2,959 '""Q 
g VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 (ti ~ 

(/) 
~ SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,586 43,032 1,542 21,141 463 5,093 § 

(JCI - - ~ C) 
~ 8/18/2019 SKG Cl) 
N ~· ~ ~ -..J AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 183 3,111 43 817 13 208 ~ 

S, ISLAND PRINCESS 14.00 2,435 34,090 2,313 27,756 900 12,600 270 2,970 @ 
~ SEVEN SEAS MARINER 8.00 779 6,232 740 4,440 440 3,520 132 660 (Q 
~ SILVER MUSE 9.00 656 5,904 623 4,361 408 3,672 122 732 ~ 

:-::: SUBTOTAL 50.00 4,063 49,893 3,859 39,668 1,791 20,609 537 4,570 p 
8/19/2019 SKG I ffi 

"" AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 183 549 43 215 13 26 I Q) 

GRAND PRINCESS 13.25 2,862 37,922 2,719 29,909 1150 15,238 345 3,450 

~ I OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 ! ~ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31 ,509 2,217 26,604 858 11,583 257 2,827 

Ul = QO .... 

0 t::c 
..o:, ~ ...,.. I 3o ~ ~ u, 
~ ~ ~ 
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~ ; 
~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ ______ Crew_______ co· ~- ~ 
~ Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -

I\) 
a 

SUBTOTAL 45.25 9,967 132,199 9,468 109,250 3,351 44,586 1,005 10,593 I (0 
8/20/2019 SKG I 0 

2 GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,750 35,750 1100 16,500 330 3,960 en· 
00. SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 CD 

U) C".) RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,198 35,178 1200 15,900 360 3,600 :J-
~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 i5• 
~ ~ Q SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 11,127 124,142 4,229 56,406 1,269 13,029 Cti 
9 ~ ""O 8/21/2019 SKG CD ~ ~ 
~ ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,720 48,360 1350 19,575 405 4,860 @ 
~ MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,255 15,785 997 8,973 299 1,794 :j• 
~ NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 U) 
~ ~ ~ SUBTOTAL 36.75 10,694 136,501 10,159 110,169 4,063 51,285 1,219 11,804 ~ 

~ 8/22/2019 SKG ~ 
~ 

STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,713 21,704 1100 11,000 330 2,310 ~ 

NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,061 24,732 820 11,480 246 2,706 n3" 
~ DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,833 20,163 947 11,838 284 2,840 ?i;"' 
ll) 

BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 39 234 19 152 6 30 

""d I SUBTOTAL 44.50 6,995 83,367 6,646 66,833 2,886 34,470 866 7,886 
~ 

(JC t,'!'j :. ~ 
Ul = \C .... 
0 t:c 
~ 1>-4 ~ I 31 N ~ 0, 
~ ~ 0, 
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~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 

Q. ____ CruiseShips _____ ___ ___ Passengers ______ _______ Crew_ _ _____ Q)° ~-
~ 

-.&. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o a Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -
I\) 
a 8/23/2019 SKG 

I c:c; 
NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,496 19,968 1100 11,000 330 2,310 0 

"" CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,219 26,628 961 13,454 288 3,168 S 
(/). 

SUBTOTAL 24.00 4,963 58,974 4,715 46,596 2,061 24,454 618 5,478 CD 00 
~ 9 8/24/2019 SKG ~ 7- -o· ~ CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 11 .00 994 10,934 944 8,496 530 5,830 159 1,272 1) g ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,313 27,756 900 12,150 270 2,970 (ti ~ 
(/) "'O VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 CD ~ 
~ CJ(:j ALASKAN DREAM 5,50 44 242 42 168 18 99 5 15 C) ~ 
CD ~ SUBTOTAL 44.00 5,048 66,099 4,795 54,372 2,095 27,137 628 6,391 :j" 

~ 
Q 8/25/2019 SKG ~ ~ ru ~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 183 3,111 43 817 13 208 (Q 
CH CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 0 0 0 0 0 O O ~ 

SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 740 5,920 440 4,400 132 924 '::,;:: 

~ SUBTOTAL 43.00 972 11,457 923 9,031 483 5,217 145 1,132 ID 
(/) 

8/26/2019 SKG I fil 
AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 183 549 43 215 13 26 

~ I MILLENNIUM 13_50 2,374 32,049 2,255 27,060 997 13,460 299 3,289 
:. ~ OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 

O'I = =~ 
0 t:c 
..., ~ -,.. I 

32 ~ ""'3 c.,, 
~ ~ O') 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers _ _____ _ _ _____ Crew___ ____ cii" )(" 

~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+, 

I\) 
SILVER MUSE 9,50 656 6,232 623 4,984 408 3,876 122 854 8 
BARANOF DREAM 6.00 41 246 39 156 19 114 6 18 <Q 

0 SUBTOTAL 47.50 7,842 101,295 7,449 84,937 2,767 35,215 830 8,477 2 
en· 8/27/2019 SKG (I) 

00 
~ ~ ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,720 48,360 1350 20,250 405 4,860 :J-

~ SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 "Q" g RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,198 35,178 1200 15,900 360 3,600 ~ 
~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 ~ ~ 

(I) ~ SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 12,097 136,752 4,479 60,156 1,344 13,929 ~ 
~ 

(I) N 8/28/2019 SKG 
-. ~ 
~ ~ GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,750 35,750 1100 16,500 330 3,960 ~ 

"" ~ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,217 17,736 858 8,151 257 1,799 !l) co ~ NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 3,973 31,784 1821 18,210 546 3,822 ~ 
NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,815 165,771 13,124 131,294 5,495 65,598 1,648 14,731 ~ 

ii> 8/29/2019 SKG I ~ 
!l) GRAND PRINCESS 15.00 2,862 42,930 2,719 35,347 1150 17,250 345 4,140 

"'Cl STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,713 21,704 1100 11,000 330 2,310 
~ t_'!'j WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,057 24,684 817 11,438 245 2,695 
~ ~ DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,833 20,163 947 11,838 284 2,840 
~ .... 
0 ~ 
..., "'"" -.i. I 

33 N .-3 0, 
el C") ',J 
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t ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers _ _____ _ ___ _ __ Crew_____ __ ci5" )(" 

~ 
....._ Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+-. 

I\) 
0 SUBTOTAL 51.50 9,812 125,913 9,322 101 ,898 4,014 51,526 1,204 11,985 I ~ 

8/30/2019 SKG I 0 
2 CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,219 26,628 961 13,454 288 3,168 ci)· 

00. CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 10.00 994 9,940 944 7,552 530 5,300 159 1,113 Cl) 
en C°'.} NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,496 24,960 1100 13,200 330 2,970 ::)-~ "5· ~ SUBTOTAL 36.00 5,957 74,168 5,659 59,140 2,591 31,954 777 7,251 

0 ~ g 8/31/2019 SKG (ti ~ 
~ 

~ CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,090 25,080 895 12,083 269 2,959 ~ 
~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 @ 
~ REGATTA 14.00 768 10,752 730 8,760 372 5,208 112 1,232 :j• .... 
O SUBTOTAL 41.50 4,543 62,502 4,316 51 ,792 1,914 26,349 575 6,325 ~ ..., - tu ~ 9/1/2019 SKG CQ ~ ~ 

AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 183 3,111 43 817 13 208 ~ 
ISLAND PRINCESS 14.00 2,435 34,090 2,313 27,756 900 12,600 270 2,970 ~ 

SEVEN SEAS MARINER 8.00 779 6,232 740 4,440 440 3,520 132 660 Q) 
~ SILVER MUSE 9.00 656 5,904 623 4,361 408 3,672 122 732 ~ 
tu 

SUBTOTAL 50.00 4,063 49,893 3,859 39,668 1,791 20,609 537 4,570 

~ I 9/2/2019 SKG 

~ ~ 
...,. ~ I AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 183 549 43 215 13 26 
O'I = N..,. 
0 t:::c 
'"°'l ,_. ....._ I 

34 N "'"3 0, 
~ ~ co 
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i ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ ____ __ Crew,__ _____ m· )( 

~ 
-.i.. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -... 

I\J 
0 OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61 ,803 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 -.1,. 

RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31 ,509 2,217 26,604 858 11 ,583 257 2,827 CO 
0 SUBTOTAL 32.00 7,105 94,2n 6,749 79,341 2,201 29,348 660 7,143 2 
en· 9/3/2019 SKG Cl) 

00 ~ C'.:) GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,750 35,750 1100 16,500 330 3,960 :)-
~ SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 -o· g RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,198 35,178 1200 15,900 360 3,600 ~ 

en ,r NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14,00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 (/) ~ 
Cl) = SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 11,127 124,142 4,229 56,406 1,269 13,029 ~ 

, 
Cl) 

N 9/4/2019 SKG 
-. ~ 
~ 

N ROYAL PRINCESS 14.00 3,916 54,824 3,720 44,640 1350 18,900 405 4,455 ~ 0 
~ ~ NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 Q) N ~ ~ SUBTOTAL 27.25 8,320 113,177 7,904 90,664 3,066 41,637 920 9,605 :iE 
Q) 

9/5/2019 SKG I '::,i:: 
~ 

STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,713 21,704 1100 11,000 330 2,310 I ~ 
NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,061 24,732 820 11,480 246 2,706 ~ 

Q) DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,833 20,163 947 11,838 284 2,840 

"'Ci I SUBTOTAL 36.50 6,954 83,039 6,607 66,599 2,867 34,318 860 7,856 = 
(1Cl ~ :. ~ 0'1= t;,j .... 

0 t::c 
-. ~ -.1. I 

35 N .-3 0, es~ co 
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i ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers______ _ _ _____ Crew_______ a;· ~-

~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore O 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -.., 

I\) 
0 

9/612019 SKG I ~ 

NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,496 19,968 1100 11,000 330 2,310 C) 
~ CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,219 26,628 961 13,454 288 3,168 S 
Cl). 

CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 11 .00 994 10,934 944 8,496 530 5,830 159 1,272 Ct) 
~ BARANOFDREAM 6.00 41 246 39 156 19 114 6 18 g? 
~ SUBTOTAL 41.00 5,998 70,154 5,698 55,248 2,610 30,398 783 6,768 i:5· 
~ ~ Q 917/2019 SKG (ti ~ 

Cl) ""C GRAND PRINCESS 14.25 2,862 40,784 2,719 32,628 1150 16,388 345 3,795 Ct) = ~ ~ ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,313 27,756 900 12,150 270 2,970 () ~ 
Ct) ~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 -. ~ 
~ ~ SUBTOTAL 41.75 6,872 95,707 6,528 78,336 2,697 37,596 809 8,899 (J) 0 - -- ::,,;-~ 9/8/2019 SKG ~ 

~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 183 3,111 43 817 13 208 ~ 
CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 2,090 25,080 895 12,530 269 2,959 '::,::: 

SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 740 5,920 440 4,400 132 924 ~ 
BARANOF DREAM 7.50 41 308 39 234 19 143 6 30 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 50.50 3,213 42,565 3,052 34,345 1,397 17,890 420 4,121 llj 

--= I 9/9/2019 - SKG 
~ 

:. ~ ( AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 183 549 43 215 13 26 

0-.= ~ .... 
0 c:i 
...., .,.. -.i. I 

36 ~ ~ O') 
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~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 

Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ _ _ ____ Crew.___ _ ___ ct>° ~-
~ 

-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o C Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -
I\) 

OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 8 
SILVER MUSE 9.50 656 6,232 623 4,984 408 3,876 122 854 (0 

0 SUBTOTAL 28.00 5,427 69,000 5,155 57,721 1,751 21,641 525 5,170 2 
en· 9/10/2019 SKG CD 00 
~ ~ ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,720 48,360 1350 20,250 405 4,860 ::r ~ SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,978 26,802 1000 11,000 300 2,400 i5• g RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,198 35,178 1200 15,900 360 3,600 ~ ~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 rn ~ 
CD ~ SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 12,097 136,752 4,479 60,156 1,344 13,929 g 

~ 
CD N 9/11/2019 SKG ~· ~ 
~ ~ GOLDEN PRINCESS 14.50 2,895 41,978 2,750 35,750 1100 15,950 330 3,960 ~ 
:::,;:--= NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,620 3,973 31,784 1821 18,210 546 3,822 S:U 

CQ ~ NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 ~ 
ru SUBTOTAL 37.75 11,481 142,151 10,907 113,558 4,637 56,897 1,391 12,932 '::,-:: 

9/12/2019 SKG I ~ 
en STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,713 21,704 1100 11,000 330 2,310 I @ 

WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,057 24,684 817 11,438 245 2,695 
~ I DISNEY WONDER 12 50 1,929 24,113 1,833 20,163 947 11,838 284 2,840 

, trj SUBTOTAL 36.50 6,950 82,983 6,603 66,551 2,864 34,276 859 7,845 

~~ 
1:11 .-1 
0 t:c 
..., ~ -.i. I 

37 N .-3 0) 
~ ~ ...... 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q. ____ CruiseShips _____ ____ __ Passengers ______ _______ Crew______ _ CD° ::.c::· 

~ 
-"'- Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ....., 

I\) 
0 

9/13/2019 SKG I ~ 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,219 26,628 961 13,454 288 3,168 () 
::-, 

CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 11.00 994 10,934 944 8,496 530 5,830 159 1,272 S 
(/). 

NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31 ,524 2,496 24,960 1100 13,200 330 2,970 Cl) 

c5 SUBTOTAL 37.00 5,957 75,162 5,659 60,084 2,591 32,484 777 7,410 ~ 
~ -a· N 9/14/2019 SKG l) 0 

~ g CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 2,090 25,080 895 12,083 269 2,959 CD ~ 
(/) ~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 Cl) ~ 
~ ~ SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,586 43,032 1,542 21,141 463 5,093 @ 

~ - -. UI 9/15/2019 SKG ~ UI 
~ ~ SEVEN SEAS MARINER 7.00 779 5,453 740 3,700 440 3,080 132 528 fil e SUBTOTAL 7.00 779 5,453 740 3,700 440 3,080 132 528 ~ 
Q) 9/16/2019 SKG ~ 

OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61 ,803 4,349 52,188 1300 17,550 390 4,290 ~ 
Q) 

SUBTOTAL 13.50 4,578 61 ,803 4,349 52,188 1,300 17,550 390 4,290 ~ 
Q) 

9/17/2019 SKG 

~ GOLDEN PRINCESS 14.50 2,895 41,978 2,750 35,750 1100 15,950 330 3,960 
:. ~ RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,198 35,178 1200 15,900 360 3,600 
O'\ Q:l NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14,00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 °' .... 
0 t:c ...,.,...-"'- I 

38 N "'"3 0) 
~ '"-l I\) 
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i ~ 1:::, 
~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 

~ ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers _ _____ _ ______ Crew_______ ~-

-... Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -
I\) 
0 SUBTOTAL 41 .75 8,578 119,016 8,149 97,340 3,229 44,856 969 10,629 I ~ 

9/18/2019 $KG I () 
2 NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 3,973 31,784 1821 18,210 546 3,822 en· 

OO NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 CD 
(f) ~ NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,061 24,732 820 11,480 246 2,706 ::t ~ -. N SUBTOTAL 37.25 10,755 130,539 10,218 102,540 4,357 52,427 1,307 11,678 1:::) 0 - ~ g 9/1912019 SKG ~ ~ 
~ ~ STAR PRINCESS 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,713 24,417 1100 11 ,550 330 2,640 ~ ~ n tll SUBTOTAL 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,713 24,417 1,100 11,550 330 2,640 CD N 
-. ~ 
~ 0', 9/20/2019 SKG 
(/) 

0 
~ = NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10,00 2,627 26,270 2,496 19,968 1100 11,000 330 2,310 ll) N 
~ ~ SUBTOTAL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,496 19,968 1,100 11,000 330 2,310 ~ 
ll> 

9/21/2019 SKG I ~ 
~ CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2.200 29.700 2.090 25.080 895 12,083 269 2.959 I rn 

VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,496 17,952 647 9,058 194 2,134 ~ 
ll> SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,586 43,032 1,542 21,141 463 5,093 

~ I 9/22/2019 SKG , ~ 
~ ~ I CARNIVAL LEGEND 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,219 24,409 961 12,493 288 2,880 
-....J _..; 

0 = ..., .-; -.i. I 
39 N "'"3 0) 
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i p 
~ 

~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: HIGH ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ _ _ ____ Crew____ ___ cii" ><:" 

~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 0 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -

I\) 
0 SUBTOTAL 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,219 24,409 961 12,493 288 2,880 I ~ 

9/23/2019 SKG I 0 
2 ROYAL PRINCESS 13.50 3,916 52,866 3,720 44,640 1350 18,225 405 4,455 (i;" 
CD r,;_ SUBTOTAL 13.50 3,916 52,866 3,720 44,640 1,350 18,225 405 4,455 (/) ~ - ~ ';< 9/24/2019 SKG i5• N g NORWEGIAN JOY 13.25 4,182 55,412 3,973 43,703 1821 24,128 546 5,460 ~ 

9 NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,201 26,412 929 13,006 279 3,069 ~ ~ 
CD ~ SUBTOTAL 27.25 6,499 87,850 6,174 70,115 2,750 37,134 825 8,529 ::J ~ n ~ 
CD N 9/25/2019 SKG ~· ~ 
::i -..J NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 4,184 46,024 1716 22,737 515 5,150 (/) 0 
~ '.;_: WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 2,057 24,684 817 11,438 245 2,695 ~ 

~ NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 2,061 24,732 820 11,480 246 2,706 ~ 
Q) SUBTOTAL 41.25 8,738 119,029 8,302 95,440 3,353 45,655 1,006 10,551 '::,:::: 

9/2612019 SKG I ~ 
(/) NORWEGIAN JEWEL 13.25 2,627 34,808 2,496 27,456 1100 14,575 330 3,300 I @ 

SUBTOTAL 13.25 2,627 34,808 2,496 27,456 1,100 14,575 330 3,300 

~ I 10/1/2019 SKG 

~ ~ ,_. ~ I NORWEGIAN JOY 13.25 4,182 55,412 3,973 43,703 1821 24,128 546 5,460 
O'I = 0CI .... 
o ec 
..., ~ -.i. I 

40 N --3 0) 
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Skagway 

Cruise Ships 

Ship In-port 
Hours 

SUBTOTAL 13.25 

10/3/2019 SKG 

NORWEGIAN JEWEL 13.25 

SUBTOTAL 13.25 

GRAND TOTAL 5,604.75 

2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON 
SCENARIO: HIGH 

Passengers Crew. 

Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore 
Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate 

4,182 55,412 3,973 43,703 1,821 24,128 546 

2,627 34,808 2,496 27,456 1100 14,575 330 

2,627 34,808 2,496 27,456 1,100 14,575 330 

1,066,875 13,626,469 1,013,513 11,026,511 412,673 5,234,570 123,804 

0 ~ 
..., ..,; -.i. I 

41 N .-, 0) 

~ ~ CJ1 

Ashore 
Hours 

5,460 

3,300 

3,300 

1,211,457 

~ 
::0 
Cl) 

" en· 
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i ~ ~ 
~ § Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 

Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers______ _ _ _____ Crew_ ______ Q)° ><:" 
~ 

-i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o -i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 
I\) 
0 4/29/2019 SKG 

I (0 
RUBY PRINCESS 13.50 3,366 45,441 3,029 36,348 1200 16,200 300 3,000 I R 

SUBTOTAL 13.50 3,366 45,441 3,029 36,348 1,200 16,200 300 3,000 ~. 

co 00. 4/30/2019 SKG 
(/') ~ 
~ ~ NORWEGIAN JOY 13.25 4,182 55,412 3,764 41 ,404 1821 24,128 455 4,095 "5· 

~ 
0 SUBTOTAL 13.25 4,182 55,412 3,764 41,404 1,821 24,128 455 4,095 ""Q g 

~ ,.. 5/212019 SKG ~ ~ ~ ~ CARNIVAL LEGEND 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,102 23,122 961 12,493 240 2,160 C) ~ co ~ SUBTOTAL 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,102 23,122 961 12,493 240 2,160 s· 
0 
O 5/3/2019 SKG ~ ~ ru t STAR PRINCESS 13.50 2,856 38,556 2,570 30,840 1100 14,850 275 2,750 CQ w 

~ SUBTOTAL 13.50 2,856 38,556 2,570 30,840 1,100 14,850 275 2,750 ru 
';:,::: 

5/4/2019 SKG I ~ 

nr ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,192 26,304 900 12,150 225 2,250 I ~ 

SUBTOTAL 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,192 26,304 900 12,150 225 2,250 ru 
~ I 51712019 SKG 
~ , ~ I NORWEGIAN JOY 13.25 4,182 55,412 3,764 41,404 1821 24,128 455 4,095 
::; ~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 .... .-; 
0 t:c 
.... .-; -.L 
N .-3 0) 
~ ~ '-,J 
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~ 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ ______ Crew_______ m· x· 

~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 
-.i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -., 

I\) 
0 SUBTOTAL 27.25 6,499 87,850 5,849 66,424 2,750 37,134 687 6,415 I ~ 

5/8/2019 SKG I () 
2 NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 ci5• 
Cl) r,;_ SUBTOTAL 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1,716 22,737 429 3,861 (/') 

~ ~ ~ 5/9/2019 SKG i:5· N g CARNIVAL LEGEND 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,102 23,122 961 12,493 240 2,160 ~ c m ~ SUBTOTAL 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,102 23,122 961 12,493 240 2,160 ~ 
~ ~ (JQ 5/10/2019 SKG 

(') ~ 
Cl) 

~ GRAND PRINCESS 14.25 2,862 40,784 2,576 30,912 1150 16,388 288 2,880 :5· 
.,.. GOLDEN PRINCESS 13.50 2,895 39,083 2,606 31,272 1100 14,850 275 2,750 (/') 0 

~ ~ SUBTOTAL 27.75 5,757 79,867 5,182 62,184 2,250 31,238 563 5,630 ~ 
~ 5/11/2019 SKG ~ 

:-=::: CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 1,980 23,760 895 12,083 224 2,240 ~ 

VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 ii," 
(/) 

SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,398 40,776 1,542 21,141 386 3,860 @" 
5/12/2019 SKG 

~ trj I ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,192 26,304 900 12,150 225 2,250 

~ ~ SUBTOTAL 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,192 26,304 900 12,150 225 2,250 
N i,,,,i 

0 C::l 
..., .... -.i. I 

2 N ~ O') 
~ ~ Cb 
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~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 

9- ____ CruiseShips _____ ______ Passengers _____________ Crew____ ___ CD° ><:" 
~ 

-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o -.i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ......, 
I\) 
0 5/13/2019 SKG I CO 

SEVEN SEAS MARINER 8.00 779 6.232 701 4,206 440 3,520 110 440 (') 
~ ECLIPSE 13.00 3,135 40,755 2,822 31,042 1000 13,000 250 2,250 S: en. 

SUBTOTAL 21.00 3,914 46,987 3,523 35,248 1,440 16,520 360 2,690 CD 00 
~ 9 5/14/2019 SKG ~ ~ 
~ ~ RUBY PRINCESS 13.75 3,366 46,283 3,029 36,348 1200 16,500 300 3,000 "tJ g SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11,000 250 1,750 m ~ en ~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 CD ~ 
~ C1C1 MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,137 14,959 997 8,973 249 1,245 C) ~ 
CD N NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 -. ~ 
~ N SUBTOTAL 61.00 15,596 192,925 14,037 145,329 5,842 72,216 1,460 12,176 ~ ~ 
~ ~ 5/15/2019 SKG ~ 

!.H ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,524 45,812 1350 19,575 338 3,718 ~ 
BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 37 222 19 152 5 20 ~ 

~ SUBTOTAL 22.50 3,957 57,110 3,561 46,034 1,369 19,727 343 3,738 Q) 
en 

5/16/2019 SKG I @ 
WESTERDAM 9.00 2,165 19,485 1,949 13,643 817 7,353 204 1,020 

~ I STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,570 20,560 1100 11,000 275 1,650 
; ~ NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 1,952 23,424 820 11,480 205 2,050 

w .... 
0 = ,_., .,... -.i. I 

3 N .-3 O') 
~ ~ (0 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ ___ __ Passengers______ _ _ _____ Crew___ _ _ __ m· ><" ~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 
-.i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ---+. 

I\) 
a 

SUBTOTAL 33.00 7,190 78,411 6,471 57,627 2,737 29,833 684 4,720 I ~ 

5117/2019 SKG I () 
2 CARNIVAL LEGEND 13.00 2.336 30,368 2,102 23,122 961 12.493 240 2.160 ci5• 
(I) r,;_ SUBTOTAL 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,102 23,122 961 12,493 240 2,160 (f) 

~ ~ ~ 5118/2019 SKG i5· 
N g ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2.435 32,873 2,192 26,304 900 12,150 225 2,250 ~ 
.? VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22.050 1.418 17,016 647 9.058 162 1,620 ~ ~ 

(I) ~ SUBTOTAL 27.50 4,010 54,923 3,610 43,320 1,547 21,208 387 3,870 :::S ~ n ~ 
(I) N 5119/2019 SKG ~· ~ :::i r-:; CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 1,980 23,760 895 12,083 224 2,240 (f) 

~ BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 37 222 19 152 5 20 fil N 
(Q ~ SUBTOTAL 21.50 2,241 30,028 2,017 23,982 914 12,235 229 2,260 ~ 
ll) 

5120/2019 SKG I ':::;: 
:t::. 

MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2.137 25,644 997 13,460 249 2,490 l n> 
OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4.120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 ~ 
SEVEN SEAS MARINER 9.00 779 7,011 701 4,907 440 3,960 110 550 

"'C I SUBTOTAL 36.00 7,731 100,863 6,958 79,991 2,737 34.970 684 6,290 ~ 
~ t_'!'j ;~ 
~ .... 
0 t:c 
...,~ -.I. I 

4 N ~ -......J es~ a 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ___ ___ _ ___ ___ Crew,_______ Q)° ~- ~ 
-.. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 
-.. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 

I\.) 
a 

5/21/2019 SKG I ~ 

ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,524 45,812 1350 20,250 338 3,718 (') ..... 
SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11,000 250 1,750 S en. 
RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 CD 

~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 ~ 
~ SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 11,460 129,549 4,479 60,156 1,120 10,488 -e;· 
~ ~ Q 5/22/2019 SKG (b 
~ en ~ GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,606 33,878 1100 16,500 275 3,025 CD ~ ~ (IQ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9,50 2,334 22,173 2,101 16,808 858 8,151 215 1,290 C) ~ CD N NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 3,764 30,112 1821 18,210 455 2,730 ~· ~ ~ ,&;... NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 C/) 

~ SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,815 165,771 12,435 124,402 5,495 65,598 1,374 10,906 @ 
~ CQ ~ 5/23/2019 SKG ~ 

Ill 
STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,570 20,560 1100 11,000 275 1,650 ':=::: 
WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 1,949 23,388 817 11,438 204 2,040 ~ 
DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,736 19,096 947 11,838 237 2,133 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 36.50 6,950 82,983 6,255 63,044 2,864 34,276 716 5,823 Ill 

~ I 5/24/2019 SKG 
~ 

; ~ I QUEEN ELIZABETH 11.00 2,285 25,135 2,057 18,513 900 9,900 225 1,575 

Ul ..,. 

0 = """'.-. ~ I 5 k-J ..., '-I 
~~ .... 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
9- ____ CruiseShips _____ ______ Passengers _____________ Crew_______ a;· ~- ~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 
-.i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 

I\) 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,102 23,122 961 12,493 240 2,160 ~ 
NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,364 23,640 1100 13,200 275 2,200 (0 

() 
SUBTOTAL 36.00 7,248 87,027 6,523 65,275 2,961 35,593 740 5,935 2 

en· 
5/25/2019 SKG Cl) 

00 ~ C':) CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 1,980 23,760 895 12,083 224 2,240 ::)"' 

~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 -o· 
~ ~ Q SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,398 40,776 1,542 21,141 386 3,860 ciJ 
~ ~ 
"'ti 5/26/2019 SKG Cl) = ~ 

, ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,192 26,304 900 12,150 225 2,250 @ 
N -. 0\ SUBTOTAL 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,192 26,304 900 12,150 225 2,250 ~ 
~ ~ 
~ 5/27/2019 SKG 63 
~ ~ t:! OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 ~ 

RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,101 25,212 858 11,583 215 2,150 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 27.00 6,912 93,312 6,221 74,652 2,158 29,133 540 5,400 ~ 

Q) 
5/28/2019 SKG I ~ 

i:u 
GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,606 33,878 1100 16,500 275 3,025 

""d SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11,000 250 1,750 

~ trj RUBY PRINCESS 13,25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 

~ ~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 

0'I .... 
0 CC 
-...-.-... I 6 
N ~ '-I 
~ C) I\) 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers______ _ ______ Crew_______ Co" )<" t :::E 
""'""' Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 
""'""' Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -. 

I\) 
0 

SUBTOTAL 53.25 11 ,713 154,948 10,542 117,615 4,229 56,406 1,057 9,795 I ~ 

5/29/2019 SKG I 0 
2 AZAMARA QUEST 10.50 781 8,201 703 6,327 408 4,284 102 714 en· 

OO ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,524 45,812 1350 19,575 338 3,718 ~ 
C':) MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,137 14,959 997 8,973 249 1,245 ::,-

~ NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 i5" g BARANOFDREAM 10.00 41 410 37 296 19 190 5 30 ~ 
0 ~ ... SUBTOTAL 57.25 11,516 145,112 10,365 110,998 4,490 55,759 1,123 9,568 ~ 
~ - ~ (JCj 5/30/2019 SKG () ~ ro 
~ STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,570 20,560 1100 11,000 275 1,650 :j" 
~ NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 1,952 23,424 820 11,480 205 2,050 C/) 

:,:_-~ DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,736 19,096 947 11,838 237 2,133 ~ 
~ SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 701 5,608 440 4,400 110 660 :::E 

ALASKAN DREAM 5.50 44 242 40 160 18 99 5 10 ~ 
SUBTOTAL 52.00 7,777 91,071 6,999 68,848 3,325 38,817 832 6,503 ~ 

m 
5/31 /2019 SKG I ~ 

ll) 
GRAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,862 41,499 2,576 33,488 1150 16,675 288 3,168 

"ti NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,364 18,912 1100 11,000 275 1,650 

~ trj CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,102 25,224 961 13.454 240 2,400 

..,. ~ VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 921 7,368 465 4,650 116 696 
-..l = --..l .... 
0 c::l 
'"')...,. ""'""' I 7 N .-3 "-J 
~ ~ C,j 
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t ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
~ ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers _ _____ _ _ _____ Crew_ _ ____ _ i· 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 
-.i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -.... 

I\) 
a SUBTOTAL 48.50 8,848 110,703 7,963 84,992 3,676 45,779 919 7,914 I CQ 

6/1/2019 SKG I (") 

2 ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2.435 32,873 2.192 26.304 900 12,150 225 2.250 en· 
r.,J. VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 CD 
9 SUBTOTAL 27.50 4,010 54,923 3,610 43,320 1,547 21,208 387 3,870 ~ 7" "tl" ~ 6/2/2019 SKG ""tJ 0 

~ ~ CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 1,980 23,760 895 12,083 224 2,240 rn ~ CD ~ SUBTOTAL 13.50 2,200 29,700 1,980 23,760 895 12,083 224 2,240 ::J ~ 0 ~ CD "- , 6/3/2019 SKG 
_ ~ 
::i· 

-;; QUEEN ELIZABETH 11 .00 2,285 25,135 2,057 18,513 900 9,900 225 1,575 (/) 
:: MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,137 25,644 997 13.460 249 2.490 53 
~ OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 ~ 

Sb SUBTOTAL 38.00 9,237 118,987 8,314 93,597 3,197 40,910 799 7,315 '::=-::: 

6/4/2019 SKG I ~ 
Sb 
Cl) ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,524 45,812 1350 20,250 338 3,718 I 53 

SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11 ,000 250 1,750 
"'Cl RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 
~ ~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 
~ ~ BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 37 222 19 152 5 20 
Q0 .... 
0 t::= ..,..,._.._ I s ~ .-3 'J 
~ ~ .f:,.. 



E
X

C
.SG

Y
-000488

~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ ____ Passengers ______ _ ______ Crew_______ co· ~- ~ 
-.. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 
-.. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -.... 

I\) 
0 

SUBTOTAL 61 .25 12,775 170,591 11,497 129,771 4,498 60,308 1,125 10,508 I ~ 

6/512019 SKG I () 

2 GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,606 33,878 1100 16,500 275 3,025 u.j" 
'00 RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,101 16,808 858 8,151 215 1,290 Cl) 

(/) ~ NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 3,764 30,112 1821 18,210 455 2,730 ::,---< --~ NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 "C) 
Q ~ Q SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,815 165,771 12,435 124,402 5,495 65,598 1,374 10,906 ~ 
~ ~ ""C 6/6/2019 SKG Cl) = ~ ~ STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,570 20,560 1100 11,000 275 1,650 @ 
~ WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 1,949 23,388 817 11,438 204 2,040 :j" 
~ DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,736 19,096 947 11,838 237 2,133 (/) 
~ ~ ~ SUBTOTAL 36.50 6,950 82,983 6,255 63,044 2,864 34,276 716 5,823 Jg 
tH 6/7/2019 SKG ~ 

:<: 
CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,102 25,224 961 13,454 240 2,400 ~ 

REGATTA 8.00 768 6,144 691 4,146 372 2,976 93 372 Q) 
~ NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,364 23,640 1100 13,200 275 2,200 ~ 
m 

SUBTOTAL 34.00 5,731 70,372 5,157 53,010 2,433 29,630 608 4,972 

: I 6/8/2019 SKG 
~ t'!'j 
..,. ~ I CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 1,980 23,760 895 12,083 224 2,240 
-l = v:, ~ 
0 t:c 
.... ~ -.. I 9 N ~ """-,J 
~ ~ 0, 
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~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 

9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ _ _ ____ Crew_______ m· )(" 
~ 

-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q -.i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 
I\) 

VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 I ~ 
SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,398 40,776 1,542 21,141 386 3,860 () 

-,_ 
6/9/2019 SKG 

I S Cl). 
00. ISLAND PRINCESS 15.00 2,435 36,525 2,192 28,496 900 13,500 225 2,475 CD 

Cf> C':J SEVEN SEAS MARINER 7.00 779 5,453 701 3,505 440 3,080 110 330 :J-~ --N AZAMARA QUEST 10.00 781 7,810 703 5,624 408 4,080 102 612 "t, g CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 11.00 994 10,934 895 8,055 530 5,830 133 931 ~ 0 m ~ SUBTOTAL 43.00 4,989 60,722 4,491 45,680 2,278 26,490 570 4,348 ~ ~ - ~ IJCl 6/10/2019 SKG 
() ~ 
CD ~ GRAND PRINCESS 14.25 2,862 40,784 2,576 30,912 1150 16,388 288 2,880 :j" 

'-; OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61 ,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 Cf) 
~ = RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,101 25,212 858 11,583 215 2,150 Sl) 

CQ ~ VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 921 7,368 465 4,650 116 696 ~ 
Sl) SUBTOTAL 51.25 10,797 144,326 9,718 112,932 3,773 50,171 944 8,976 '::::::; 

6/11/2019 SKG 
I ~ 

Cl) GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,606 33,878 1100 16,500 275 3,025 I @ 
SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11,000 250 1,750 

"'d RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 
~ ~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 

~ ~ SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 10,542 117,615 4,229 56,406 1,057 9,795 
0 ~ 
0 cj 
..,. ~ -.i. I 

10 N.-3 'J 
~ ~ O') 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
9- ____ CruiseShips _____ _____ _ Passengers _ _ _ _ _________ Crew______ _ co· ~- ~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 
-.i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -

I\) 
0 

6/12/2019 SKG I ~ 

ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,524 45,812 1350 19,575 338 3,718 (") ..... 
MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,137 14,959 997 8,973 249 1,245 S en· 
NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 CD 

~ SUBTOTAL 36.75 10,694 136,501 9,625 104,375 4,063 51,285 1,016 8,824 ~ 
~ -a· ~ 6/13/2019 SKG 1) 
0 ~ g STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,570 20,560 1100 11,000 275 1,650 (n ~ 

(/) 
~ NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 1,952 23,424 820 11,480 205 2,050 CD ~ ~ ~ DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,736 19,096 947 11,838 237 2,133 () ~ CD N BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 37 222 19 152 5 20 -. ~ ~ 
0 SUBTOTAL 44.50 6,995 83,367 6,295 63,302 2,886 34,470 722 5,853 (/) 
0 ~ ~ 6/14/2019 SKG Jg N 

(H NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,364 18,912 1100 11,000 275 1,650 ~ 
QUEEN ELIZABETH 13.00 2,285 29,705 2,057 22,627 900 11,700 225 2,025 ~ 
CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,102 25,224 961 13,454 240 2,400 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 37.00 7,248 88,679 6,523 66,763 2,961 36,154 740 6,075 ~ 
ll) 

6/15/2019 SKG 

~ ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,192 26,304 900 12,150 225 2,250 

:. ~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 

QC = ~ .... 
0 CC 
..., ..,. -.i. I 11 
~ ~ ""-I 

es~ """ 
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~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 

Q. ____ CruiseShips _____ ______ Passengers ______ _______ Crew_______ co· ><" 
~ -i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o -i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+, 
I\) 
0 SUBTOTAL 27.50 4,010 54,923 3,610 43,320 1,547 21,208 387 3,870 I CO 

6/16/2019 SKG I (") 
2 CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 1,980 23,760 895 12,530 224 2,240 en· 

00. SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 701 5,608 440 4,400 110 660 (I) 
(./') 9 SUBTOTAL 24.00 2,979 38,590 2,681 29,368 1,335 16,930 334 2,900 :2'° ~ ~-~ 6/17/2019 SKG '"'CJ = m ~ MILLENNIUM 13,50 2,374 32,049 2,137 25,644 997 13,460 249 2,490 Cl) 

~ OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 ~ ~ 
~ ('I) SUBTOTAL 27.00 6,952 93,852 6,257 75,084 2,297 31,010 574 5,740 (I) N 
-. ~ 
~ .,... 6/18/2019 SKG 
(./) 

0 
~ = ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,524 45,812 1350 20,250 338 3,718 ll) ~ SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11,000 250 1,750 ~ 

RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 ~ 
NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 11,460 129,549 4,479 60,156 1,120 10,488 fj" 
~ 6/19/2019 SKG 

I ll) 

"°d GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,606 33,878 1100 16,500 275 3,025 
~ t_'rj RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,101 16,808 858 8,151 215 1,290 
i-- ~ NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 3,764 30,112 1821 18,210 455 2,730 
QC = Ni-; 
0 c::, 
..., '""'4 -i. I 

12 N "'"3 'J es~ OJ 
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~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 

9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ _ _ __ Passengers _ _____ _ ______ Crew____ _ __ CD° >c:" 
~ 

--.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore O --.i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+, 
I\) 
0 NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 --.i. 

AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 16.00 193 3,088 174 2,436 43 688 11 132 ~ 
SUBTOTAL 63.75 14,008 168,859 12,609 126,838 5,538 66,286 1,385 11,038 2 

en· 6/20/2019 SKG 
([) 00 
~ ~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 174 522 43 215 11 11 :::t ~ --N GRAND PRINCESS 15.00 2,862 42,930 2,576 33,488 1150 17,250 288 3,168 \) g STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,570 20,560 1100 11,000 275 1,650 ~ ~ WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 1,949 23,388 817 11,438 204 2,040 rn ~ DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,736 19,096 947 11,838 237 2,133 ~ ~ 
0 ~ SUBTOTAL 56.50 10,005 126,878 9,005 97,054 4,057 51,741 1,015 9,002 ([) N ~· ~ 
~ N 6/21/2019 SKG 
~ 0 
~ ~ CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,102 25,224 961 13,454 240 2,400 ll) 

CQ ~ VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 921 7,368 465 4,650 116 696 ~ 
NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,364 23,640 1100 13,200 275 2,200 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 36.00 5,986 74,458 5,387 56,232 2,526 31,304 631 5,296 ~ 
D) 

6/22/2019 SKG 
I ~ 

ll) CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 1,980 23,760 895 12,083 224 2,240 
~ I VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 

~ t_rj SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,398 40,776 1,542 21,141 386 3,860 .... ~ 
QC = (Mi,-, 

0 t:c 
-. ,.... --.i. I 

13 N '""3 """J 
~ ~ ~ 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
Q.. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers______ _ ______ Crew_______ m· ><:" ~ 
--l Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 
-.,1. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -.., 

I\) 
0 

6/23/2019 SKG I ~ 

AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 174 2,958 43 817 11 165 () 
~ ISLAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,435 35,308 2,192 28,496 900 13,050 225 2,475 S en. 

SEVEN SEAS MARINER B.00 779 6,232 701 4,206 440 3,520 110 440 (I) 
~ REGATTA 10.00 768 7,680 691 5,528 372 3,720 93 558 ~ 
~ SUBTOTAL 51 .50 4,175 52,887 3,758 41,188 1,755 21,107 439 3,638 ij· 
~ ~ 0 6/24/2019 SKG ci3 ~ 

(/) ~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 174 522 43 215 11 11 (I) ~ 
~ (JQ QUEEN ELIZABETH 13.00 2,285 29,705 2,057 22,627 900 11,700 225 2,025 (') ~ 
(I) ~ OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 -. ~ 
~ ~ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,101 25,212 858 11,583 215 2,150 (/) 0 

..., SUBTOTAL 45.00 9,390 123,982 8,452 97,801 3,101 41,048 776 7,436 fil ~ co ~ 6/25/2019 SKG ~ 
ll) 

GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,606 33,878 1100 16,500 275 3,025 ~ 
SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11,000 250 1,750 ~ 
RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 ~ 
NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 llj 

"°d I SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 10,542 117,615 4,229 56,406 1,057 9,795 
~ 

(1Cl t,'!'j ;~ 
.5,. .... 

0 CC 
'""l """' --l I 

14 N ~ Cl:) es~ a 
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p p 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
~ ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers______ _ _ ___ __ Crew_ _ _ ____ ~-

...... Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q ...... Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -t. 
I\) 
a 

6/26/2019 SKG I ~ 

ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,7B2 3,524 45,812 1350 19,575 338 3,718 (") 
~ MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,137 14,959 997 8,973 249 1,245 ~ en· NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 (I) 

~ SUBTOTAL 36.75 10,694 136,501 9,625 104,375 4,063 51,285 1,016 8,824 g2 -< - --~ 6/27/2019 SKG ~ 
§; STAR PRINCESS 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,570 23,130 1100 11,550 275 1,925 ci3 ~ en "'C AZAMARA QUEST 10.00 781 7,810 703 5,624 408 4,080 102 612 (I) ~ 

~ (1CI NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 1,952 23,424 820 11,480 205 2,050 () ~ 
(I) N DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24 ,113 1,736 19.096 947 11,838 237 2,133 --~ 
~ ~ BARANOF DREAM 7.00 41 287 37 185 19 133 5 15 (/) 0 

-., SUBTOTAL 54.00 7 776 92 564 6 998 71 459 3 294 39 081 824 6 735 ~ ~ 
> > > > ' ' ' NI N ·- (Q !M 6/28/2019 SKG :'l: 

!l) 
NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,364 18,912 1100 11,000 275 1,650 '::,:::: 
CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 12.00 994 11,928 895 8,950 530 6,360 133 1,064 ~ 

!l) 
CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,102 25,224 961 13,454 240 2,400 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 36.00 5,957 70,902 5,361 53,086 2,591 30,814 648 5,114 l,lj 

"'Cl I 6/29/2019 - SKG 
~ 

:. ~ I ISLAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,435 35,308 2,192 28,496 900 13,050 225 2,475 

Q0 = Ul ..,. 

0 = .... ..,. --.l I 
1s ~ ~ a:, 

~ ~ ...... 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
~ ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ _ ___ Passengers _____ _ ____ _ Crew_ ______ ~-

-.,. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q -.,. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ......, 
I\) 

GRAND PRINCESS 13.75 2,862 39,353 2,576 30,912 1150 15,813 288 2,880 ~ 
ASUKA II 10.00 959 9,590 863 6,904 545 5,450 136 816 (,Q 
VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 R 

C: 
SUBTOTAL 52.25 7,831 106,301 7,049 83,328 3,242 43,371 811 7,791 ~-

~ 6/30/2019 SKG g? 
~ --N CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 1,980 23,760 895 12,530 224 2,240 "t) g SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 701 5,608 440 4,400 110 660 ~ 
~ VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 921 7,368 465 4,650 116 696 rn ~ m ~ SUBTOTAL 34.00 4,002 48,820 3,602 36,736 1,800 21,580 450 3,596 g 
~ m N 7/1/2019 SKG 

-. ~ 
~ 

':; MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,137 25,644 997 13,460 249 2,490 C/) 
::,._-~ OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61 ,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 !l) 

CQ ~ SILVER MUSE 9.50 656 6,232 590 4,720 408 3,876 102 612 ~ 
AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 9.00 193 1,737 174 1,218 43 387 11 55 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 45.50 7,801 101,821 7,021 81,022 2,748 35,273 687 6,407 ~ 

fil" 7/2/2019 SKG I ~ 
!l) ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,524 45,812 1350 20,250 338 3,718 

"-= SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11 ,000 250 1,750 
~ ~ RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 
,_. >< NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 
QC = O'I .... 
0 c::I 
..., i--4 -.1. I 

16 N ~ Q) 
el C':l I\) 
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p p 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ _____ _ Crew_______ co· ~- ~ 
-.. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 
..,. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ....., 

I\) 

ALASKAN DREAM 5.50 44 242 40 160 18 99 5 10 I 8 
SUBTOTAL 58.75 12,778 170,505 11 ,500 129,709 4,497 60,255 1,125 10,498 ~ 

..., 
7/3/2019 SKG I £; en· 

r.,J GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,606 33,878 1100 16,500 275 3,025 Cl) 

~ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,101 16.808 858 8,151 215 1.290 ~ ~ --N NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41.820 3,764 30,112 1821 18,210 455 2,730 "tJ 
g NORWEGIAN BLISS 13-25 4,404 58.353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 ~ o m ~ SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,815 165,771 12,435 124,402 5,495 65,598 1,374 10,906 ~ 
~ ~ (JCj 714/2019 SKG () ~ Cl) 
~ STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,570 20,560 1100 11,000 275 1,650 :j" 
0'I 
Q WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30.310 1,949 23,388 817 11.438 204 2,040 (/) 

~ DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,736 19,096 947 11,838 237 2,133 @ 
~ REGATTA 10.50 768 8,064 691 6,219 372 3,906 93 651 ~ 

Ill SUBTOTAL 47.00 7,718 91,047 6,946 69,263 3,236 38,182 809 6,474 ~ 

7/5/2019 SKG I ~ 
(/) 

SUN PRINCESS 13.50 2,218 29,943 1,996 23,952 924 12.474 231 2,310 I @ 
CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,102 25,224 961 13.454 240 2,400 

"'d AMSTERDAM 9.00 1,518 13,662 1,366 9,562 647 5,823 162 810 

~ t'!'j NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31 ,524 2,364 23,640 1100 13,200 275 2,200 

~ ~ SUBTOTAL 48.50 8,699 107,833 7,828 82,378 3,632 44,951 908 7,720 
-l '""' 
0 CC 
~..,. -.. I 11 N ""3 OJ 
~ ~ C,J 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
Q._ _ ___ Cruise Ships_____ _ ___ __ Passengers ______ _ ______ Crew_____ __ a;· )<" 

~ 
~ Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o ~ Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -.... 

I\) 
a 7/6/2019 SKG I ~ 

CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 1,980 23,760 895 12,083 224 2,240 () ..... VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 S en. 
SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,398 40,776 1,542 21 ,141 386 3,860 Cl) 00 ~ ~ 7/7/201 9 SKG ~ 

~ ISLAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,435 35,308 2,192 28,496 900 13,050 225 2,475 1) g SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 701 5,608 440 4,400 110 660 (tl ~ 
Cl) '"C SILVER MUSE 9.00 656 5,904 590 4,130 408 3,672 102 510 Cl) ~ 
~ ~ SUBTOTAL 33.50 3,870 49,002 3,483 38,234 1,748 21,122 437 3,645 @ 

~ -. -..l 7/8/201 9 SKG ~ -..l ~ ~ AZAMARA QUEST 10.00 781 7,810 703 5,624 408 4,080 102 612 @" 
~ OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 (Q 
~ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,101 25,212 858 11 ,583 215 2,150 ~ 

AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 9.00 ' 193 1,737 174 1,218 43 387 11 55 '::,::: 

~ SUBTOTAL 46.00 7,886 102,859 7,098 81 ,494 2,609 33,600 653 6,067 Q) 
en 

7/9/2019 SKG I @" 
GOLDEN PRINCESS 15,00 2,895 43,425 2,606 33,878 1100 16,500 275 3,025 

~ I SOLSTICE 11 .00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11,000 250 1,750 
:. ~ RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 

QC) = QC) .... 

0 t:c 
'"°'l""" ~ I 

1a N .-3 Q) 
~~ ~ 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ _ ___ Passengers _ ___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ Crew_______ Co" ~-

~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 
-.i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 

I\) 
a NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 I ~ 

SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 10,542 117,615 4,229 56,406 1,057 9,795 () 

:-, 
7/10/2019 SKG I ~-

00 ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,524 45,812 1350 19,575 338 3,718 ~ 
~ MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,137 14,959 997 8,973 249 1,245 ::r-
~ CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 9.50 994 9,443 895 7,160 530 5,035 133 798 i5• g NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 ~ c m ~ SUBTOTAL 46.25 11,688 145,944 10,520 111,535 4,593 56,320 1,149 9,622 ~ 
~ ~ ~ 7/11/2019 SKG C) ~ m 
~ STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,570 20,560 1100 11,000 275 1,650 :j• 
: NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 1,952 23,424 820 11,480 205 2,050 ~ = VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 921 7,368 465 4,650 116 696 Jg 
~ BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 37 222 19 152 5 20 :E 

Q) SUBTOTAL 42.00 6,089 69,484 5,480 51,574 2,404 27,282 601 4,416 '::,:::: 

7/12/2019 SKG I ~ 
CJ) NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,364 18,912 1100 11,000 275 1,650 I fir 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,102 25,224 961 13,454 240 2,400 
~ I AMSTERDAM 9.00 1,518 13,662 1,366 9,562 647 5,823 162 810 

~ tt'j SUBTOTAL 33.00 6,481 72,636 5,832 53,698 2,708 30,277 677 4,860 .... ~ 
QC = 1.0 .... 
0 C:l 
""") i,-; -.i. I 

19 N ""3 Q) es~ 0, 
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~ p ~ 
~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 

Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ _ ___ Passengers ______ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ Crew_ ______ cti" )(" 
~ 

-i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o -i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -... 
I\) 
0 7/13/2019 SKG 

I ~ 

ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,192 26,304 900 12,150 225 2,250 (") ...., 
VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 S 

(/). 
SUBTOTAL 27.50 4,010 54,923 3,610 43,320 1,547 21,208 387 3,870 CO 00 - ~ 9 7/14/2019 SKG ~ ~ 

~ ~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 174 2,958 43 817 11 165 "'t) S CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 1,980 23,760 895 12,530 224 2,240 Cti ~ 
(/) ~ CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 10.00 994 9,940 895 7,160 530 5,300 133 798 CO ~ 
~ ~ SUBTOTAL 43.00 3,387 44,407 3,049 33,878 1,468 18,647 368 3,203 ~ 

N 
-----l 7/15/2019 SKG 
~ ~ 
~ ~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 174 522 43 215 11 11 @ 

~ MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,137 25,644 997 13,460 249 2,490 CQ 
W OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 ~ 

SILVER MUSE 9.50 656 6,232 590 4,720 408 3,876 102 612 '::,:::: 

h SUBTOTAL 41.50 7,801 101,049 7,021 80,326 2,748 35,101 687 6,363 D) 
(/) 

7/16/2019 SKG I @ 
ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,524 45,812 1350 20,250 338 3,718 

~ I SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11,000 250 1,750 
~ 5 RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 

Q .... 
0 ~ 
..., ...,. -i. I 

20 N --3 0:) es C 0) 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
~ ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ ___ __ Passengers _ _ ____ _ ______ Crew_______ ~-

-.1. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q ...... Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -.., 
I\) 

NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 I ~ 
SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 11,460 129,549 4,479 60,156 1,120 10,488 C) 

::.. 7/17/2019 SKG I S 
(/)" 

00. GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,606 33,878 1100 16,500 275 3,025 CD 
(/) ~ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,101 16,808 858 8,151 215 1,290 ::]'-~ --~ NORWEGIAN JOY 10,00 4,182 41 ,820 3,764 30,112 1821 18,210 455 2,730 l) g NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 :;p 0 m "' SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,815 165,771 12,435 124,402 5,495 65,598 1,374 10,906 ~ ~ ~ IJei 7/18/2019 SKG 
() ~ 
CD 

~ STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,570 20,560 1100 11,000 275 1,650 :j" 
~ WESTERDAM 14,00 2,165 30,310 1,949 23,388 817 11,438 204 2,040 (/) 

~ ~ SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 701 5,608 440 4,400 110 660 Qj N 
(Q W SUBTOTAL 34.00 5,800 66,660 5,220 49,556 2,357 26,838 589 4,350 ~ 
Qj 

7/19/2019 SKG I '::,;:: 
~ 

GRAND PRINCEss 13.50 2.a62 38,637 2.576 30,912 1150 15.525 288 2.aao I nr 
CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,102 25,224 961 13,454 240 2,400 ~ 
NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,364 23,640 1100 13,200 275 2,200 

"'Ci I SUBTOTAL 39.50 7,825 102,865 7,042 79,776 3,211 42,179 803 7,480 ~ 
~ M :. ~ ~= .... -0 c::; 
-. - -.1. I 

21 N ~ Cb 
~ ~ '.J 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
~ ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ ____ Passengers _____ _ _ ______ Crew_______ ~-

.....,. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 
-....i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ......, 

I\) 
a 

7/20/2019 SKG I ~ 

CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 1,980 23,760 895 12,083 224 2,240 () 
~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 S en. 

VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 921 7,368 465 4,650 116 696 ([) 
~ REGATTA 14.00 768 10,752 691 8,292 372 5,208 93 930 ~ 
~ SUBTOTAL 51.50 5,566 72,732 5,010 56,436 2,379 30,999 595 5,486 -0" 
~ ~ 0 7/21/2019 SKG ctJ F en ~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 174 2,958 43 817 11 165 ([) ~ 

~ ~ LESOLEAL 13.00 246 3,198 221 2,431 139 1,807 35 315 C) ~ 
([) t..) ISLAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,435 35,308 2,192 28,496 900 13,050 225 2,475 -. ~ 
~ 1-- SILVER MUSE 9.00 656 5,904 590 4,130 408 3,672 102 510 Cf) 

:; SUBTOTAL 55.50 3,530 48,077 3,177 38,015 1,490 19,346 373 3,465 @ ~ ~ W 7/22/2019 SKG ~ 
ll) 

AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 17 4 522 43 215 11 11 ~ 
OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 ~ 
RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,101 25,212 858 11,583 215 2,150 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 32.00 7,105 94,277 6,395 75,174 2,201 29,348 551 5,411 llj 

'"C I 7/23/2019 SKG 
~ 

~ ~ I GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,606 33,878 1100 16,500 275 3,025 

N..,. 
0 1:1::1 
-. ~ -....i. I 

22 N '""3 Q) 

el~ Q) 
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~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 

Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers______ _ _ _ ____ Crew_ ______ CD" ~-
~ -.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q -.i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -.., 
I\) 
C) SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11,000 250 1,750 -.i. 

:~:::::,~:::AM ::: :: :: ::: ::::: \:: :::: : :::: ~ 
SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 10,542 117,615 4,229 56,406 1,057 9,795 ~-

~ 7/24/2019 SKG g2 
~ ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,524 45,812 1350 19,575 338 3,718 "t)" g MILLENNIUM 9,00 2,374 21,366 2,137 14,959 997 8,973 249 1,245 ~ 

(1j p NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 (I) ~ 
m = SUBTOTAL 36.75 10,694 136,501 9,625 104,375 4,063 51,285 1,016 8,824 ~ ~ m N 7/25/2019 SKG 
__ ~ 
~ 6 STAR PRINCESS 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,570 23,130 1100 11,550 275 1,925 ~ = AZAMARA QUEST 9.00 781 7,029 703 4,921 408 3,672 102 510 ~ 

~ NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 1,952 23,424 820 11,480 205 2,050 ::E 
DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,736 19,096 947 11 ,838 237 2,133 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 46.00 7,735 91,496 6,961 70,571 3,275 38,540 819 6,618 ~ 

i:ii" 7/26/2019 SKG 
I ~ 

Ill NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,364 18,912 1100 11 ,000 275 1,650 
~ I CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,102 25,224 961 13,454 240 2,400 

, ttj SUBTOTAL 24.00 4,963 58,974 4,466 44,136 2,061 24,454 515 4,050 

~ ~ 
~ .... 
0 c::, 
'""' """ -.i. I 

23 ~ ~ Cb 
~ C':l co 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ ____ Passengers _ _____ _ ______ Crew_______ CD° )(" 

~ 
-i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 
-i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 

I\) 
0 

7/27/2019 SKG I ~ 

CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 8.50 994 8,449 895 6,265 530 4,505 133 665 () 
:--. ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,192 26,304 900 12,150 225 2,250 S en. 

VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 ([) 

~ SUBTOTAL 36.00 5,004 63,372 4,505 49,585 2,077 25,713 520 4,535 ~ -< ij· N 7/28/2019 SKG '1J 
0 

~ g CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 1,980 23,760 895 12,530 224 2,240 CD ~ 
(/) ~ SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 701 5,608 440 4,400 110 660 ([) ~ 
~ ~ SUBTOTAL 24.00 2,979 38,590 2,681 29,368 1,335 16,930 334 2,900 @ 

N 
-. 00 7/29/2019 SKG ~ ~ 
~ S, MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,137 25,644 997 13,460 249 2,490 fil 

~ OVATIONOFTHESEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 (Q 
~ SILVER MUSE 9.50 656 6,232 590 4,720 408 3,876 102 612 ~ 

VIKING ORION 10.00 1,023 10,230 921 7,368 465 4,650 116 696 ~ 
AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 9.00 193 1,737 174 1,218 43 387 11 55 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 55.50 8,824 112,051 7,942 88,390 3,213 39,923 803 7,103 ~ 
Qj 

7/30/2019 SKG 

~ ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,524 45,812 1350 20,250 338 3,718 
:. ~ SOLSTICE 11 .00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11,000 250 1,750 ~= ~ .... 
0 t:i::l 
..., i--i -i. I 

24 N '"'3 C0 
~ ~ 0 
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~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 

Q.. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ _ ___ Passengers _ _____ _ ___ ___ Crew_______ ci5" )<" 
~ 

-.1. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o -.1. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -
I\) 

RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 ~ 
NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 CO 

() 
SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 11,460 129,549 4,479 60,156 1,120 10,488 2 

en· 7/31/2019 SKG 
Cl) 00 
~ C".l GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,606 33,878 1100 16,500 275 3,025 ::J-~ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,101 16,808 858 8,151 215 1,290 i5• g NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41 ,820 3,764 30,112 1821 18,210 455 2,730 ~ ~ NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 rn ~ BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 37 222 19 152 5 20 ~ ~ 
~ tt, SUBTOTAL 55.75 13,856 166,099 12,472 124,624 5,514 65,750 1,379 10,926 Cl) N 
-. ~ 
~ ,&:;,., 8/1/2019 SKG 
~ 0 
~ :: STAR PRINCESS 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,570 23,130 1100 11,550 275 1,925 ll) 

CQ ~ REGATTA 9.00 768 6,912 691 4,837 372 3,348 93 465 ~ 
WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 1,949 23,388 817 11,438 204 2,040 ~ 
DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,736 19,096 947 11,838 237 2,133 ~ 

ALASKAN DREAM 5.00 44 220 40 120 18 90 5 5 ru 
Cl) 

SUBTOTAL 51.00 7,762 91,543 6,986 70,571 3,254 38,264 814 6,568 @ 
8/2/2019 SKG 

~ 

~ trj I LESOLEAL 13.00 246 3,198 221 2,431 139 1,807 35 315 
; ~ CRYSTALSYMPHONY 11 .00 994 10,934 895 8,055 530 5,830 133 931 

Ul "'"' 
0 = -. ~ -.1. I 

2s N ""3 CO 
e:; ~ ...... 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers______ _ ______ Crew_______ c5· ~- ~ 
~ Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 
~ Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 

I\) 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,102 25,224 961 13,454 240 2,400 8 
NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,364 23,640 1100 13,200 275 2,200 CO 

() 
SUBTOTAL 50.00 6,203 78,360 5,582 59,350 2,730 34,291 683 5,846 2 

en· 
8/3/2019 SKG CD 

00 ~ ~ CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 1,980 23,760 895 12,083 224 2,240 ::J-
~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 i5• 
g AZAMARAQUEST 9.50 781 7,420 703 5,624 408 3,676 102 612 ~ 
0 m ~ SUBTOTAL 37.00 4,556 59,170 4,101 46,400 1,950 25,017 488 4,472 ~ 
~ ~ 

(JQ 8/4/2019 SKG C) 
~ CD 
~ LESOLEAL 13.00 246 3,198 221 2,431 139 1,807 35 315 :j" 
~ ISLAND PRINCESS 14.50 2,435 35,308 2,192 28,496 900 13,050 225 2,475 ~ 

~ ~ SEVEN SEAS MARINER 8.00 779 6,232 701 4,206 440 3,520 110 440 Ill 
ca ~ SILVER MUSE 9,00 656 5,904 590 4,130 408 3,672 102 510 ~ 
Ill SUBTOTAL 44.50 4,116 50,642 3,704 39,263 1,887 22,049 472 3,740 '::,::: 

8/5/2019 SKG I ~ 
Cl) 

OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61 ,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 I @" 
RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,101 25,212 858 11,583 215 2,150 

~ I AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 9.00 193 1,737 174 1,218 43 387 11 55 

~ ~ SUBTOTAL 36.00 7,105 95,049 6,395 75,870 2,201 29,520 551 5,455 ,... ~ 
I.Cl = O'I .... 
0 CC ..., ..,. ~ I 26 
N ~ CO 
~ ~ I\) 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
Q.. ____ CruiseShips ___________ Passengers ______ _______ Crew_ ___ _ __ en· ~-

~ 
~ Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q ~ Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -.... 

I\) 
a 

8/6/2019 SKG I ~ 

GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,606 33,878 1100 16,500 275 3,025 () 
::, 

SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11,000 250 1,750 S 
(/). 

RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 Cl) 
~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 g? 
~ SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 10,542 117,615 4,229 56,406 1,057 9,795 i5· 
~ ~ 0 8/7/2019 SKG ci3 9 (/) ""O ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,524 45,812 1350 19,575 338 3,718 CD = ~ (J'Q MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,137 14,959 997 8,973 249 1,245 C) ~ 

CD N NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 -. ~ 
~ 0'I SUBTOTAL 36.75 10,694 136,501 9,625 104,375 4,063 51,285 1,016 8,824 Cf} 0 ----- - ~ 

; 8/8/2019 SKG Jg 
~ STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,570 20,560 1100 11,000 275 1,650 ~ 

NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 1,952 23,424 820 11,480 205 2,050 ~ 
DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,736 19,096 947 11,838 237 2,133 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 36.50 6,954 83,039 6,258 63,080 2,867 34,318 717 5,833 ~ 
Qj 

8/9/2019 SKG 

~ VIKING ORION 12.00 1,023 12,276 921 9,210 465 5,580 116 928 

~ ~ NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,364 18,912 1100 11 ,000 275 1,650 

-...l '""' 
0 t::c 
'"°'l~ ~ I 

21 N --3 (0 
~ ~ C,,) 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
Q. ____ CruiseShips _____ ______ Passengers _ ____________ Crew_______ CD" ~-

~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 
-.i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours ......, 

I\) 
GRAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,862 38,637 2,576 30,912 1150 15,525 288 2,880 8 
CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,102 25,224 961 13,454 240 2,400 (0 

() 
SUBTOTAL 49.50 8,848 109,887 7,963 84,258 3,676 45,559 919 7,858 t: 

en· 8/10/2019 SKG CD 
00 

~ C".) ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,192 26,304 900 12,150 225 2,250 ::)-~ -. 1 VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 "'Q ~ ~ Q SUBTOTAL 27.50 4.010 54,923 3,610 43,320 1,547 21,208 387 3,870 (b 
~ ~ ""0 8/11/2019 SKG CD = ~ ~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 174 2,958 43 817 11 165 @ 
~ CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 1,980 23,760 895 12,530 224 2,240 :j• 
-;: SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 701 5,608 440 4,400 110 660 ~ ~ 

~ """ SUBTOTAL 43.00 3,172 42,257 2,855 32,326 1,378 17,747 345 3,065 ~ 
N - :iE W 8/12/2019 SKG Ill 

':,;:: 
AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 174 522 43 215 11 11 ~ 

MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,137 25,644 997 13,460 249 2,490 D) 
~ OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 ~ 
Ill SILVER MUSE 9.50 656 6,232 590 4,720 408 3,876 102 612 

~ I SUBTOTAL 41.50 7,801 101,049 7,021 80,326 2,748 35,101 687 6,363 ~ 
(J'Cl ~ :. ~ 
v:Jll: 
QC) .... 

0 t:;t:I 
..., ....i -.i. I 

2s N ...,;i (0 

e3 ~ ~ 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ ____ _ Passengers ______ _ ___ ___ Crew___ _ ___ co· ~- ~ 
-.. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 
-.&. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 

I\) 
a 

8/13/2019 SKG I ~ 

ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,524 45,812 1350 20,250 338 3,718 () 

""' SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11,000 250 1,750 5; 
(/). 

RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 Cl) 
~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 g? 
~ SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 11,460 129,549 4,479 60,156 1,120 10,488 -a· 
~ - ~ Q 8/14/2019 SKG ci3 
~ 

(/) ""O GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,606 33,878 1100 16,500 275 3,025 Cl) ~ ~ (IQ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,101 16,808 858 8,151 215 1,290 () ~ Cl) N NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 3,764 30,112 1821 18,210 455 2,730 -. ~ ~ ~ NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 CJ) 

s, SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,815 165,771 12,435 124,402 5,495 65,598 1,374 10,906 @ 
~ CQ ~ 8/15/2019 SKG ~ 

!l) 
STAR PRINCESS 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,570 23,130 1100 11 ,550 275 1,925 ~ 
WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 1,949 23,388 817 11,438 204 2,040 ~ 
DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,736 19,096 947 11 ,838 237 2,133 ~ 
REGATTA 8,00 768 6,144 691 4,146 372 2,976 93 372 !l) 

~ 1 SUBTOTAL 45.00 7,718 90,555 6,946 69,760 3,236 37,802 809 6,470 
c:i 

(J'Cl ~ 

:. >< 
\0 = 
\0 -0 CO 
~ - -.&. I 29 N ~ to 
~ C':l (]1 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
9- ____ CruiseShips ________ _ _ _ Passengers _ _ _ _ ____ _____ Crew_______ Cfi" ~-

~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 
-.i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours --;., 

I\) 
a 

8116/2019 SKG I ~ 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,102 25,224 961 13,454 240 2,400 (") 
~ NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,364 23,640 1100 13,200 275 2,200 S en. 

SUBTOTAL 26.00 4,963 64,228 4,466 48,864 2,061 26,654 515 4,600 ct) 00 ~ 9 8/17/2019 SKG ~ ~ ~ ~ CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 1,980 23,760 895 12,083 224 2,240 1) 0 
~ O VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 (Jj ~ en ~ SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,TT5 51,750 3,398 40,776 1,542 21,141 386 3,860 ~ 

~ n tt> 8/18/2019 SKG 
ct) N 
-. ~ 
~ ~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19,00 193 3,667 174 2,958 43 817 11 165 ~ 

~ ISLAND PRINCESS 14.00 2,435 34,090 2,192 26,304 900 12,600 225 2,250 il3 
~ SEVEN SEAS MARINER 8.00 779 6,232 701 4,206 440 3,520 110 440 (Q 
~ SILVER MUSE 9.00 656 5,904 590 4,130 408 3,672 102 510 ~ 

'::,:::: SUBTOTAL 50.00 4,063 49,893 3,657 37,598 1,791 20,609 448 3,365 ~ 
...._ 

8/19/2019 SKG I ~ 
~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 174 522 43 215 11 11 I Qj 

GRAND PRINCESS 13.25 2,862 37,922 2,576 28,336 1150 15,238 288 2,592 
~ I OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 1 ~ RADIANCEOFTHESEAS 13.50 2,334 31 ,509 2,101 25,212 858 11,583 215 2,150 

;;; 
..., ""'" -.1. I 

30 N --3 (0 es ~ O') 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ ______ Crew_______ en· ~- ~ 
--4 Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 
--4 Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -

I\) 
0 

SUBTOTAL 45.25 9,967 132,199 8,971 103,510 3,351 44,586 839 8,003 I ~ 

8/20/2019 SKG I () 

2 GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,606 33,878 1100 16,500 275 3,025 en· 
00. SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11,000 250 1,750 CD 

Cr, ~ RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 :J-
~ --1 NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 ~ 
~ ~ Q SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 10,542 117,615 4,229 56,406 1,057 9,795 ci3 
~ 

Cl) 
~ 8/21/2019 SKG CD ~ ~ 
~ ROYAL PRINCESS 14.50 3,916 56,782 3,524 45,812 1350 19,575 338 3,718 @ 
~ MILLENNIUM 9.00 2,374 21,366 2,137 14,959 997 8,973 249 1,245 :f 
; NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 (F') 
~ ~ ,&;. SUBTOTAL 36.75 10,694 136,501 9,625 104,375 4,063 51,285 1,016 8,824 Jg 
~ 8/22/2019 - - · SKG ~ 

'::i::: 
STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,570 20,560 1100 11,000 275 1,650 ~ 

NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 1,952 23,424 820 11,480 205 2,050 Q) 
Cl) 

DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,736 19,096 947 11 ,838 237 2,133 ~ 
Q) 

BARANOF DREAM 8.00 41 328 37 222 19 152 5 20 

"'Ci I SUBTOTAL 44.50 6,995 83,367 6,295 63,302 2,886 34,470 722 5,853 = IJQ t.'!'j ~s 
~ ~ 

0 l:C 
~ ~ --4 I 31 N t-3 CO 
~ 0 '.I 



E
X

C
.SG

Y
-000511

t ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
~ ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ ____ Passengers ______ _ ______ Crew_______ ~-

-i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 
-i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 

I\) 
a 

8/23/2019 SKG I ~ 

NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,364 18,912 1100 11,000 275 1,650 () 
~ CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,102 25,224 961 13,454 240 2,400 !:; en· 

SUBTOTAL 24.00 4,963 58,974 4,466 44,136 2,061 24,454 515 4,050 Cl) 00 ~ 9 8/24/2019 SKG ~ 7" -o· ~ CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 11.00 994 10,934 895 8,055 530 5,830 133 931 "'t) g ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,192 26,304 900 12,150 225 2,250 (ti ~ en ~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 Cl) = ~ (JQ ALASKAN DREAM 5,50 44 242 40 160 18 99 5 10 C) ~ 
Cl) 

~ SUBTOTAL 44.00 5,048 66,099 4,545 51,535 2,095 27,137 525 4,811 :j" .... 
0 8/25/2019 SKG ~ ~ ru 't; AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19,00 193 3,667 174 2,958 43 817 11 165 (Q 
W CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 O ~ 

SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 701 5,608 440 4,400 110 660 '::,:::: 
)::,. 

SUBTOTAL 43.00 972 11,457 875 8,566 483 5,217 121 825 Q) 
en 

8/26/2019 SKG I @" 
AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 174 522 43 215 11 11 

~ l MILLENNIUM 13.50 2,374 32,049 2,137 25,644 997 13,460 249 2,490 
~ 5 OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 

N..,. 

0 = """l ..,. -.I. I 
32 N '""3 (0 

e3 ~ co 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers _ _ ____ _ _ _____ Crew._______ m· ~-

~ 
-..1. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 
-..1. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -., 

I\) 
a SILVER MUSE 9.50 656 6,232 590 4,720 408 3,876 102 61 2 -..1. 

BARANOFDREAM 6.00 41 246 37 148 19 114 5 10 (0 
0 SUBTOTAL 47.50 7,842 101,295 7,058 80,474 2,767 35,215 692 6,373 2 
en· 8/27/2019 SKG 
ct) 

00 - -·· -- Cf) C"} ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,524 45,812 1350 20,250 338 3,718 ::)'-
~ SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11,000 250 1,750 "t5" g RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 ~ 
~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 rn ~ ct> = SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 11,460 129,549 4,479 60,156 1,120 10,488 ~ , - ct> 
1:-.,) 8/28/2019 SKG ~· ~ 

~ ~ GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,606 33,878 1100 16,500 275 3,025 Cf) 
?::-~ RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 9.50 2,334 22,173 2,101 16,808 858 8,151 215 1,290 Jg 

~ NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 3,764 30,112 1821 18,210 455 2,730 ~ 
NORWEGIAN BUSS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 47.75 13,815 165,771 12,435 124,402 5,495 65,598 1,374 10,906 ~ 

iii" 8/29/2019 SKG I ~ 
llj GRAND PRINCESS 15.00 2,862 42,930 2,576 33,488 1150 17,250 288 3,168 

"'Ci STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,570 20,560 1100 11,000 275 1,650 
~ ~ WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 1,949 23,388 817 11,438 204 2,040 
~ ~ DISNEYWONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,736 19,096 947 11,838 237 2,133 
(,;,j ~ 

0 ~ 
"""l ,_. -..1. I 

33 N '""3 (0 es~ (0 
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~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 

Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ - - ---- Passengers _____ _ _ _ _ ____ Crew_______ m· ~-
~ .......,_ Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q .......,_ Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 
I\) 
C) SUBTOTAL 51.50 9,812 125,913 8,831 96,532 4,014 51,526 1,004 8,991 I ~ 

8/30/2019 SKG 
I () 

2 CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,102 25,224 961 13,454 240 2,400 en· 
r:,;_ CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 10.00 994 9.940 895 7,160 530 5,300 133 798 ct) 

(./) c;".l NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,364 23,640 1100 13,200 275 2,200 ::)-~ -. N SUBTOTAL 36.00 5,957 74,168 5,361 56,024 2,591 31,954 648 5,398 l::J Q 
~ S 8/31/2019 SKG 
(ti ~ 

(/) ~ CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 1,980 23,760 895 12,083 224 2,240 ~ ~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 g 
~ REGATTA 14.00 768 10,752 691 8,292 372 5,208 93 930 s· ~ 
O SUBTOTAL 41.50 4,543 62,502 4,089 49,068 1,914 26,349 479 4,790 ~ ~ 

ru ~ 9/1/2019 SKG 
(Q ~ 
~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 174 2,958 43 817 11 165 ~ 

ISLAND PRINCESS 14.00 2,435 34,090 2,192 26,304 900 12,600 225 2,250 ~ 
SEVEN SEAS MARINER 8.00 779 6,232 701 4,206 440 3,520 110 440 ru" 

(/) SILVER MUSE 9.00 656 5,904 590 4,130 408 3,672 102 510 ~ ru SUBTOTAL 50.00 4,063 49,893 3,657 37,598 1,791 20,609 448 3,365 

~ I 912/2019 SKG 
~ ~ 
~ ~ I AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 174 522 43 215 11 11 

~ 63 
-.~I\) I 

34 N ~ C) 
~ ~ C) 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
Q. ____ CruiseShips _____ ______ Passengers _ _ ____ _____ __ Crew_ _ _____ co· ~-

~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o 
-.i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+-. 

I\) 
0 OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 -.i,, 

RADIANCE OF THE SEAS 13.50 2,334 31,509 2,101 25,212 858 11 ,583 215 2,150 (0 
() 

SUBTOTAL 32.00 7,105 94,277 6,395 75,174 2,201 29,348 551 5,411 2 
en· 9/3/2019 SKG 
ct) 

00 ~ C'.:J GOLDEN PRINCESS 15.00 2,895 43,425 2,606 33,878 1100 16,500 275 3,025 ::J-
~ SOLSTICE 11 .00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11,000 250 1,750 ij· g RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 :;p 
~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 rn ~ 

ct> ~ SUBTOTAL 53.25 11,713 154,948 10,542 117,615 4,229 56,406 1,057 9,795 ~ ~ 
ct> 1:-..) 9/4/2019 SKG 
-. ~ 
~ ~ ROYAL PRINCESS 14.00 3,916 54,824 3,524 42,288 1350 18,900 338 3,380 ~ 

~ NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 Qj 1:-.,) 
(Q ~ SUBTOTAL 27.25 8,320 113,177 7,488 85,892 3,066 41,637 767 7,241 ~ 
Qj 

9/5/2019 SKG I °::,:::: 
~ 

STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,570 20,560 1100 11,000 275 1,650 I ~ 
NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 1,952 23,424 820 11,480 205 2,050 ~ 

Qj DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,736 19,096 947 11,838 237 2,133 

"Ci I SUBTOTAL 36.50 6,954 83,039 6,258 63,080 2,867 34,318 717 5,833 :., 
IJCI t_'!'j 
~ >< ~= Ul ~ 
0 t:c 
..., i,,.; I\) I 

35 N ~ 0 
~ ~ ....... 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
Q.. ____ CruiseShips _____ ______ Passengers _ _____ __ ___ __ Crew_ _ _ ____ ci5" ::.c:· 

~ 
-.a. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o -.a. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -t,, 

I\) 
C) 

9/6/2019 SKG I ~ 

NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,364 18,912 1100 11 ,000 275 1,650 () 
~ CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,102 25,224 961 13,454 240 2,400 ~ 
Cl). 

CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 11 .00 994 10,934 895 8,055 530 5,830 133 931 Cl) 
~ BARANOF DREAM 6.00 41 246 37 148 19 114 5 10 ~ 
~ SUBTOTAL 41.00 5,998 70,154 5,398 52,339 2,610 30,398 653 4,991 "5· 
~ ~ 0 9/7/2019 SKG (D ~ 

Cl) ~ GRAND PRINCESS 14.25 2,862 40,784 2,576 30,912 1150 16,388 288 2,880 Cl) = ~ ~ ISLAND PRINCESS 13.50 2,435 32,873 2,192 26,304 900 12,150 225 2,250 () ~ 
Cl) ~ VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 -. ~ 
~ Ul SUBTOTAL 41.75 6,872 95,707 6,186 74,232 2,697 37,596 675 6,750 (/) ~ - ~ ~ 9/8/2019 SKG Jg 

~ AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 19.00 193 3,667 174 2,958 43 817 11 165 ~ 
CORAL PRINCESS 14.00 2,200 30,800 1,980 23,760 895 12,530 224 2,240 '::::::: 

SEVEN SEAS MARINER 10.00 779 7,790 701 5,608 440 4,400 110 660 ~ 
BARANOF DREAM 7.50 41 308 37 222 19 143 5 20 ~ 

SUBTOTAL 50.50 3,213 42,565 2,892 32,548 1,397 17,890 350 3,085 !lj 

""C I 9/9/2019 SKG 
~ 

~ ~ I AMERICAN CONSTELLATION 5.00 193 965 174 522 43 215 11 11 ~= O'I...,. 
0 CC 
-. ...,. I\) I 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
9- ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ ____ Passengers____ _ _ _ ___ _ _ _ Crew_______ Co" ~-

~ 
-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 
-.i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -.., 

I\) 
C OVATION OF THE SEAS 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 -.i. 

SILVER MUSE 9.50 656 6,232 590 4,720 408 3,876 102 612 (0 
() 

SUBTOTAL 28.00 5,427 69,000 4,884 54,682 1,751 21,641 438 3,873 2 
en· 9/10/201 9 SKG CD 

00 
~ C'.:J ROYAL PRINCESS 15.00 3,916 58,740 3,524 45,812 1350 20,250 338 3,718 :::J-

~ SOLSTICE 11.00 3,135 34,485 2,822 25,398 1000 11,000 250 1,750 i5· g RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 ~ 
~ NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 rn ~ 

CD = SUBTOTAL 53.25 12,734 170,263 11,460 129,549 4,479 60,156 1,120 10,488 g ~ - CD ~ 9/1112019 SKG 
-. ~ 
~ ~ GOLDEN PRINCESS 14.50 2,895 41,978 2,606 33,878 1100 15,950 275 3,025 ~ = NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4,182 41,820 3,764 30,112 1821 18,210 455 2,730 Ill co ~ NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 :iE 
Ill SUBTOTAL 37.75 11,481 142,151 10,334 107,594 4,637 56,897 1,159 9,616 '::,::: 

9/12/2019 SKG I ~ 
Cl) STAR PRINCESS 10.00 2,856 28,560 2,570 20,560 1100 11,000 275 1,650 I @ 

WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 1,949 23,388 817 11,438 204 2,040 
~ I DISNEY WONDER 12.50 1,929 24,113 1,736 19,096 947 11,838 237 2,133 

~ tr1 SUBTOTAL 36.50 6,950 82,983 6,255 63,044 2,864 34,276 716 5,823 
N~ 

== --..J .... 
0 CC 
-. ~ I\) I 
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t ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
Q. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _ _ ___ Passengers _ _ ____ _ ____ __ Crew____ ___ m· ~-

~ 
-.&. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore o -.&. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours --+. 

I\) 
0 9/13/2019 SKG 

I ~ 

CARNIVAL LEGEND 14.00 2,336 32,704 2,102 25,224 961 13,454 240 2,400 () 

""" CRYSTAL SYMPHONY 11.00 994 10,934 895 8,055 530 5,830 133 931 S: 
Cl). 

NORWEGIAN JEWEL 12.00 2,627 31,524 2,364 23,640 1100 13,200 275 2,200 ('I) rJ)_ 

(;"'.:l SUBTOTAL 37.00 5,957 75,162 5,361 56,919 2,591 32,484 648 5,531 ~ ~ -. N 9/14/2019 SKG 1:::, 0 
~ g CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2,200 29,700 1,980 23,760 895 12,083 224 2,240 (D ~ 
Cl) ""C VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,41 8 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 CD ~ 
~ , SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,398 40,776 1,542 21,141 386 3,860 @ 

N 
-. ~ 9/15/2019 SKG 
~ ~ 
~ ~ SEVEN SEAS MARINER 7.00 779 5,453 701 3,505 440 3,080 110 330 :::,.;--~ m t:! SUBTOTAL 7.00 779 5,453 701 3,505 440 3,080 110 330 ~ 
m 9/16/2019 SKG 

'::,::::: 

OVATIONOFTHESEAS 13,50 4,578 61,803 4,120 49,440 1300 17,550 325 3,250 ~ 
m 

SUBTOTAL 13.50 4,578 61,803 4,120 49,440 1,300 17,550 325 3,250 ~ 
m 9/17/2019 SKG 

~ GOLDEN PRINCESS 14.50 2,895 41 ,978 2,606 33,878 1100 15,950 275 3,025 ! ~ RUBY PRINCESS 13.25 3,366 44,600 3,029 33,319 1200 15,900 300 2,700 
~ = NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 
0 CC 
..., ~ I\) I 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
~ ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ ____ _ Passengers _ _____ _ ______ Crew_____ __ ~-

-.i. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Q 
-.i. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -+. 

I\) 
0 SUBTOTAL 41.75 8,578 119,016 7,720 92,217 3,229 44,856 807 8,045 I C0 

9/18/2019 SKG I C) 
2 NORWEGIAN JOY 10.00 4 ,182 41,820 3,764 30,112 1821 18,210 455 2.730 ci," 

r::,J. NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43,604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 ct) 
(f) C"'.) NOORDAM 14.00 2,169 30,366 1,952 23,424 820 11,480 205 2,050 :::J-~ --N SUBTOTAL 37.25 10,755 130,539 9,680 97,140 4,357 52,427 1,089 8,641 ~ 

0 ~ g 9/19/2019 SKG Cti ~ 
~ 

~ STAR PRINCESS 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,570 23,130 1100 11,550 275 1,925 ~ 
~ n ~ SUBTOTAL 10.50 2,856 29,988 2,570 23,130 1,100 11,550 275 1,925 ct) N 

-. ~ 
~ Q0 9/20/2019 SKG (f) 

0 
~ = NORWEGIAN JEWEL 10.00 2.627 26,270 2,364 18,912 1100 11.000 275 1,650 llj N ~ W SUBTOTAL 10.00 2,627 26,270 2,364 18,912 1,100 11,000 275 1,650 ~ 
ru 

9/21/2019 SKG I ~ 
~ 

CORAL PRINCESS 13.50 2.200 29,700 1,980 23,760 895 12,083 224 2,240 I ~ 
VOLENDAM 14.00 1,575 22,050 1,418 17,016 647 9,058 162 1,620 ~ 

ru 
SUBTOTAL 27.50 3,775 51,750 3,398 40,776 1,542 21,141 386 3,860 

~ I 9/22/2019 SKG 
~ t"rj 
N ~ I CARNIVAL LEGEND 13.00 2.336 30,368 2,102 23,122 961 12,493 240 2,160 == ~ .... 
0 CC 
-.~ I\) I 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON SCENARIO: MODERATE ~ 
Q.. ____ Cruise Ships_____ _ _____ Passengers ______ _ ____ __ Crew______ _ CD° ~-

~ 
-,. Ship In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore O -,. Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate Hours -... 

I\) 
a SUBTOTAL 13.00 2,336 30,368 2,102 23,122 961 12,493 240 2,160 I ~ 

9/23/2019 SKG I () 
2 ROYAL PRINCESS 13.50 3.916 52,866 3.524 42,288 1350 18.225 338 3,380 ci,j• 
CD 00 SUBTOTAL 13.50 3,916 52,866 3,524 42,288 1,350 18,225 338 3,380 (/) 

~ ~ ~ 9/24/2019 SKG -o· g NORWEGIAN JOY 13.25 4.182 55,412 3.764 41,404 1821 24,128 455 4,095 ;p 
9 NIEUW AMSTERDAM 14.00 2,317 32,438 2,085 25,020 929 13,006 232 2,320 rn ~ CD ~ SUBTOTAL 27.25 6,499 87,850 5,849 66,424 2,750 37,134 687 6,415 :::, ~ 

~ ~ CD N 9/25/2019 SKG 
-. ~ :::i ~ NORWEGIAN BLISS 13.25 4,404 58,353 3,964 43.604 1716 22,737 429 3,861 (/) 0 
~ = WESTERDAM 14.00 2,165 30,310 1,949 23,388 817 11,438 204 2,040 ~ 

t;! NOORDAM 14.00 2.169 30.366 1,952 23,424 820 11,480 205 2,050 ~ 
ll) SUBTOTAL 41.25 8,738 119,029 7,865 90,416 3,353 45,655 838 7,951 '::,;:: 

9/26/2019 SKG I ~ 
C/) NORWEGIAN JEWEL 13.25 2,627 34,808 2,364 26,004 1100 14,575 275 2,475 I 63 

SUBTOTAL 13.25 2,627 34,808 2,364 26,004 1,100 14,575 275 2,475 

~ I 10/1/2019 SKG 

~ ~ 
N ~ I NORWEGIAN JOY 13.25 4,182 55,412 3,764 41,404 1821 24,128 455 4,095 .... = 0 .... 
0 CC 
..., ~ I\) I 
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Skagway 2019 SE ALASKA CRUISE SHIP SEASON 
SCENARIO: MODERATE 

_____ Cruise Ships ____ _ ____ __ Passengers _ ____ _ _ _ _____ Crew ______ _ 

Ship 

SUBTOTAL 

101312019 SKG 

NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

SUBTOTAL 

GRAND TOTAL 

In-port Aboard Aboard Ashore Ashore Aboard Aboard Ashore 
Hours Estimate Hours Estimate Hours Crew Hours Estimate 

13.25 

13.25 

13.25 

5,604.75 

4,182 55,412 

2,627 34,808 

2,627 34,808 

1,066,875 13,626,469 

3,764 41,404 

2,364 26,004 

2,364 26,004 

960,216 10,446,656 

1,821 24,128 

1100 14,575 

1,100 14,575 

412,673 5,234,570 

455 

275 

275 

103,198 

41 

Ashore 
Hours 

4,095 

2,475 

2,475 

906,595 

)::,. 

~ 
<:::: 
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EXC.SGY-000563

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

North American Cruise Statistics 

Table 1. North American Cruises, Key Statistics 
( apacity and Traffic in Millions) - - -

Vessels Capacity" Traffic _Occupancy % 
~ -

Pass. Avg. Pass. Pass. 
Year/Qtr. No. Cruises Pass.Nights Nights Pass. Nights Pass.Nights 

2006 110 4,435 9.13 60.45 6.62 9.97 65.03 109 

I 99 I, 118 2.25 15.15 6.72 2.42 16.01 107 
~ · -

2 99 1,065 2.19 14.38 6.55 2.44 15.70 111 

3 82 1,091 2.27 14.46 6.38 2.53 15.94 112 
'--

...__ 
4 103 1,161 2.41 16.46 6.82 2.59 17.38 107 

2007 116 4,498 9.42 62.59 6.65 10.31 67.39 109 _ -
I 104 1,206 2.48 16.99 6.8l 2.65 17.90 107 

2 105 1,071 2.27 14.86 6.56 2.50 16.10 110 

3 80 1,112 2.35 14.85 6.31 2.64 16.46 112 

4 102 1,109 2.32 15.88 6.84 2.52 16.92 108 -
2008 120 4,239 9.04 59.53 6.59 9.94 64.34 110 

I 100 1,190 2.50 16.69 6.68 2.71 17.87 108 --
2 93 99'i 2.14 13.73 6.4: 2.38 15.05 112 ,_ 
3 79 1,025 2.18 13.76 6.3( 2.46 15.25 113 

4 103 1,027 2.22 15.34 6.91 2.39 16.14 108 -
2009 113 4,12E 8.95 59.11 6.61 9.87 63.87 110 

l 97 1,098 2.35 16.01 6.82 2.54 16.95 108 

2 97 1,000 2.16 14.07 6.501 2.41 15.33 112 

3 76 1,023 2.21 13.89 6.2ol 2.51 15.5A 113 
- ~ 16.05 4 97 1,005 2.23 15.14 108 

2010 114 4,216 9.60 64.24 6.69 10.63 69.83 111 

I 96 1,092 2.47 16.88 6.85 2.69 18.12 109 ---
2 96 1,007 2.28 15.00 6.58 2.55 16.49 112 

3 79 1,030 2.35 15.14 6.44 2.67 16.97 114 

4 103 1,087 2.51 17.22 6.8, 2.71 18.25 108 

2011 115 4,222 9.72 65.50 6.7L 10.89 71.8~ 112 

I 102 1,160 2.64 18.25 6.90 2.89 19.54 109 

2 96 992 2.28 15.15 6.63 2.60 16.84 114 

3 80 995 2.26 14.65 6.48 2.62 16.59 116 

4 102 1,075 2.53 17.44 6.91 2.79 18.85 110 

Source: Maritime Administration. 
"Capacity is based on two passengers per stateroom. Average nights= 
passenger nights/passengers. 

2 
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A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Appendix 14 

Table 1. North American Cruises, Key Statistics - Annotated 
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EXC.SGY-000565

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Vessels Capacity" Tra• c 

No.I 
Pass.I Pass.

1

1 Avg. Pass.I Pass. 
Year/Qtr. Cruises Nights Nights Nights 

2006 110 4.435 9.13 60.45 6.62 9.97 65.03 
1 99 1.118 2.25 15.15 6.72 2.42 16.01 
2 99 1.065 2.19 14.38 6.55 2.44 15.70 
3 82 1.091 2.27 14.46 6.38 2.53 15.94 
4 103 1.161 2.41 16.46 6.82 2.59 17.38 

2007 116 4.498 9.42 62.59 6.65 10.31 67.39 
1 104 1.206 2.48 16.99 6.86 2.65 17.90 
2 105 1.071 2.27 14.86 6.56 2.50 16.10 
3 80 1.112 2.35 14.85 6.31 2.64 16.46 
4 102 1.109 2.32 15.88 6.84 2.52 16.92 

2008 120 4.239 9.04 59.53 6.59 9.94 64.34 
1 100 1.190 2.50 16.69 6.68 2.71 17.87 
2 93 997 2.14 13.73 6.42 2.38 15.05 
3 79 1.025 2.18 13.76 6.30 2.46 15.29 
4 103 1.027 2.22 15.34 6.91 2.39 16.14 

2009 113 4.126 8.95 59.11 6.61 9.87 63.87 
1 97 1.098 2.35 16.01 6.82 2.54 16.95 
2 97 1.000 2.16 14.07 6.50 2.41 15.33 
3 76 1.023 2.21 13.89 6.29 2.51 15.54 
4 97 1.005 2.23 15.14 6.81 2.41 16.05 

2010 114 4.216 9.60 64.24 6.69 10.63 69.8~ 
1 96 1.092 2.47 16.88 6.85 2.69 18.12 
2 96 1.007 2.28 15.00 6.58 2.55 16.49 
3 79 1.030 2.35 15.14 6.44 2.67 16.97 
4 103 1.087 2.51 17.22 6.87 2.71 18.25 

2011 115 4.222 9.72 65.50 6.74 10.89 71.82 
1 102 1.160 2.64 18.25 6.90 2.89 19.54 
2 96 992 2.28 15.15 6.63 2.60 16.84 
3 80 995 2.26 14.65 6.48, 2.62 16.59 
4 102 1.075 2.53 17.44 6.91 2.79 18.85 

Calculated for 2006-2011. Not part of original report. 

Average I 

Minimum 

Maximum 

Median 

Calculated for 2010-2011, 2nd and 3rd Quarters only. Not part of original report. 

Average 

Median I 
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A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Appendix 15 

Excerpt: Aggregate Analysis - Economic Contribution of Cruise 
Tourism to Destination Economies. Vol. I 
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EXC.SGY-000567

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Appendix 15 
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EXC.SGY-000568

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 
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EXC.SGY-000569

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Florida•Caribbean Cruise Association Economic Impact of Cruise Tourism 
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EXC.SGY-000570

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Florida•Caribbean Cruise Association Economic lmpact of Cruise Tourism 
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EXC.SGY-000571

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Florida-Caribbean Cruise Association Economic Impact of Cruise Tou, ism 
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EXC.SGY-000572

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Florida-Caribbean Cruise Association Economic Impact of Cruise Tourism 
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EXC.SGY-000573

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Florida-Caribbean Cruise Association Economic Impact of Cruise Tourism 
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EXC.SGY-000574

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Florida•Caribbean Cruise Association Economic Jmpact of Cruise Tourism 

!"#$1&'(1)"*1++,-, .("#/-0,)"12#"&10, ."(3"42##, .&,-#"1 '3"1,-,",562-71.&"3."(' ,l-"8-/1#, "+-35"Al9" 

•.#(I. 2(13. #"I."(',": 2-166, 2. ;"<2-62*3#=": 2-(2&,. 2">: 3135612?="(', "@351.182. "A, 4/6118="8/2* ,C 

$314, ="D2-(1 . IE/, "2. *"f 2. "G/2. ">H/, -(3"Al83?1"J. "2 * *1(13. "(3" (' , "I . +3-5 2(13. "8311, 8(, *"+3-" 43-(C 

3+C82$$"42##, . & , -#=", 562-71. &"42##, . & , -#"1 , - , "2#7, *"(3"4-30!*, 1 . +3-52(13. "3 . "(' , I•", 94, . *I(/-,#" 

+3-"$3' &I.&="() 4, "3+"2883 5 5 3 • 2(13 . "2. '"(' , 1-"I, . &(' "3+"#(2)"4-13-"(3"2 . *"2+(, -"(' , "8-/1#, I" 

K' ,"#/-0,)"#8' ,*/l,"12#"*,#I&. ,*"(3"&, , ,-2(,"2"-,4-,#, . (2(10,"#254$,"3+"8-/l#,"42##, .&,-#"6)' 

8-/1#, "SI. , "2(", 28 "'•,#(I. 2(13 . l"K' /#=", 28 "' L: : ! "5 , 5 6, -"8-/1#, "$1. , "1 2#"#8' , •/I, *" (3" '20 ,"I(#" 

42##, . & , -#"2. *"8-, 1 "#/-0,), *"2("1, 2#("3. 8, "2(", 28' "*,#(I. 2(13 . "2("1 '18' "I("' 2*"2"43-("8211"* /-1. &" 

(', "#/-0, )"4, -13*1"K'. "#/-0, )"4, -13*"835 5, . 8, ''1. "(', "6, &I .. I. &"3t"M8(36, -"NOPQ"2 . *"83. 81/', *" 

2("(', ",. *"3+"D2)"NOPRI" 

M. "2. )" &10, . "8-/1#, "1(1. , -2-)=" 42##, . & , -#" 2. *"8-, 1" 1 , - , "#/-0,), *"+311311. &"2"#1 , &I, "82SSl"K' , " 

#/-0,)#"1 ,-,"4$28, *"l."42##, .&,-"8261.#"2. *"8-, 1 "$10l.&"E/2-(,-#"*/-1.&"(', "*2)"3+"2"* ,#1&.2(, *" 

#/-O,)l"H2##, .&,-#"2 . *"8-, 1="(', .="+l-#("01, 1,*"(' ,"#/-0,)"/43."(' ,l-"-,(/-."+•35"(' ,l-"3 . #'3-," 

Ol#l(l"K', )" 1 ,-,"2#7, '"(3"83541, (, "(' ,"#/-0, )"I."(' ,1-"E/2-(,-#"2. *"(3"-,(/-. "('," #/-0, )"(3"2" 

*,#1&.2(, *"8-, 1"5, 56,-1"!("(' ,"83.81/#13. "3+"(' ,"8-/1#,="(', "#/-0,)#"1,-,"-,(/- . , *"(3"<AS!"+3-" 

(26/12(13. I"" 

MO, -"QR0"#/-0, ) "*1#(-16/(13 . #"1 , - , "83 . • /8(, •I"! "#1. &I, "#/-0,) "*1#(-16/(13. "1#"83/. (, *"2#"2"*1#(-IC 

6/(13. "3. "2" &ID,." *2)="3." 2"#1. &I,"# '14"2(" 2" • ,#1&. 2(, *"'. #(I. 2(13. I" K' /#=''('." *1#(-16/(13. "3+" 

#1-0, )#"3. "L, 6-/2- )"R!'•3. "(' , ": , I, 6-l()"S8$14#, "+3$1311. &"1(#"8211"I.": /-2823"2. *"3. "(' • "S/-3 *25" 

+311311. &" 1(#" 82$1" I." (' , "TFUJ" 1 3/1'" 6. "83. #I*, - , •" ( 1 3" 'l#(-I6/(13. fl" K 'I#=" 3." 2. )" &10, . "• 2)" 

#/-0, )#" 51&' (" '20," 6, , . "83. • /8(, •· 2632- *" 5 /1(141, "# '14#' 2(" *ltt, - , . (' •, #(1. 2(13 . #I" ! '(3(21" 3+' 

QQ=VWQ"42##, . & , -"#/-0, )#"2. *"PX=XOY"8-, 1 "#/-0, )#"1 , - , "-, (/-. , *"+3-"4-38, ##I. &I"" 

Business Research and Economic Advisors 

Appendix 15 

SGY-2000, Page 354 of 423 

Page 27 

261 

EXHIBITG 
Page 265 of 283 



EXC.SGY-000575

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Florida-Caribbean Cruise Association Economic Impact of Cruise Tourism 
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EXC.SGY-000576

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Florida-Caribbean Cruise Association Economic Impact of Cruise Tourism 
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EXC.SGY-000577

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Florida-Caribbean Cruise Association Economic Impact of Cruise Tourism 
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EXC.SGY-000578

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Florida-Caribbean Cruise Association Economic Impact of Cruise Tourism 
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EXC.SGY-000579

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Florida-Caribbean Cruise Association Economic Impact of Cruise Tourism 
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EXC.SGY-000580

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Florida-Caribbean Cruise Association Economic Impact of Cruise Tourism 

Pagel of2 Antigua - Transit 

CONFIDENTIAL CRUISE PASSENGER SURVEY 

Welcome back from your visit to Antigua, we hope you had an enjoyable onshore experience. The Florida-Caribbean Cruise Association 
(FCCA) and the cruise destinations of the Caribbean, Central America and Mexico are conducting surveys of cruise passengers who have 
visited these destinations. The objective of this survey is to provide infonnation to the FCCA and the cruise destinations that will allow them 
to enhance visitors' experiences and quantify the contribution of cruise passenge1s to the economies of each destination. The survey should 
only take a few minutes to complete and your responses will be held in strict confidence. 

Please record the date of your cruise .ship's call at Antigua: Day(dd) __ Month(mm) __ Year (yy) __ (Numbers please) 

QI. Please check the name of the cruise line you are sailing with: 
□ Aida □ Carnival □ Celebrity □ Costa □ Disney □ Holland America □ MSC □ Norwegian 
□ Princess □ P&O □ Regent Seven Seas □ Royal Caribbean □ Seabourn D TUI 

Q2. Including yourself, how many people are staying in )'O ll r cohln/(stnternom)? D I D 2 D 3 D 4 □ 5 D 6+ 

Q3. Is this your first visit lo Antigua? □ Yes □ No 

If"No", how many limes have you visited before? D I □ 2 □ 3 D 4 □ 5 □ 6 □ 7 □ 8 D 9 □ 10 □ JI □ 
12+ 

Q4. How many hours did you spend ashore during your cruise call at Antigua today? 

DO DI 02 03 04 05 □ 6 07 08 □ 9 010 Oil □ 12+ (lfO, Go to Ql7 on back) 

QS. Did you purchase a tour (or tours) during your visit in Antigua? D Yes (Continue) D No (If No, Go to Q.10) 

Q6. How did you purchase this/these tour(s)? 

D Onboard the cruise ship D From lhe cruise line over the Internet □ Onshore from a tour operator 
□ From a travel agent D Other (Explain) ____________________________ _ 

Q7. In total, how much did you pay for this/these tour(s) (in US$)? $ ______ (Whole dollars only) 

Number of people included in this/these purcbase(s): D I D 2 D 3 D 4 D 5 D 6 D 7 D 8 D 9 D 10+ 

Q8a. How many hours did you spend on the first tour? D I □ 2 D 3 D 4 D 5 D 6 □ 7 D 8 D 9 D 10' 

Q8b. If more than one tour, how many hours did you spend on the second tour? D I D 2 □ 3 □ 4 D 5 D 6 D 7 D 8 D 9 D 
10+ 

Q9. Which of the following best describes this/these tour(s): D Shopping tour D Guided tourofisland historical and cultural sites 

□ City center tour D Land-based activity tour D Marine-based activity tour D Other (Explain) ________ _ 

QI0. Did you make any purchases (excluding your shore excursion) during your onshore visit in Antigua today? 

D Yes (Continue) D No (If No, Go to Ql3 on back) 

Q 11. How much in total (excluding shore excursions) did all persons in your cabin spend in Antigua today (in US$)? 

$ ______ (Whole dollars only) 

Q 12. Please record the value of all purchases (in US $) that all persons in your cabin made during your on-shore visit to Antigua today. 
* Do not include the cost or tours nor goods and services that were purchased onboard the cruise ship. (Enter whole dollars). 

Food and beverages at restaurants and bars: 

Taxis/Ground Transportation: 
(Do not include cost of sightseeing tour..) 

Retail Purchases of Watches & Jewelry: 

Retail Purchases of Clothing (incl. T-shirts): 

Entertainment Venues/Nightclubs/Casinos: 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

Retail Purchases of Perfumes & Cosmetics: $ __ _ 

Telephone & Internet Communications: 

Local Crafts and Souvenirs: 

Retail Purchases of Liquor: 

Retail Purchases of Electronics: 

Any Other Purchases: 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 
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EXC.SGY-000581

A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Florida-Caribbean Cruise Association Economic Impact of Cruise Tour'ism 

Q13. On a scale of l to JO, how satisfied were you with each of the following in Antigua? 

(Extremely satisfied = IO .. . .... I = Not al all satisfied) 

Initial Shoreside welcome: □ 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 □ l □ 0 Not applicable 

Guided Tour: □ 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 DI D O Not applicable 

Shopping Experience: □ 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 DI D O Not applicable 

Historic Sites/Museums: □ 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 DI □ o Not applicable 

Variety of things to see and do: a 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 DI DO Not applicable 

Friendliness of the residents: a 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 □ l □ 0 Not applicable 

Overall shopping experience: a 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 □ l □ 0 Not applicable 

Courtesy of employees: □ JO 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 DI D O Not applicable 

Variety of Shops: □ 10 09 □8 07 06 05 04 03 02 DI □ O Not applicable 

Overall Prices: □ 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01 □ O Not applicable 

Taxis/Local Transportation: □ 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01 D O Not applicable 

Overall visit in Antigua: □ 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 DI D O Not applicable 

Ql4. Overall, and on a scale of I to 10, how did your visit to Antigua meet your prior expectations? 

Greatly Exceeded □ JO □ 9 □ 8 □ 7 □ 6 05 □ 4 □3 □ 2 DI Fell far short 

QI 5. Based upon your experience in Antigua today, on a scale of l to IO how likely are you to return to Antigua for a land-based 

or resort vacation within the next three years? 

Extremely likely □ JO □ 9 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 □ I Not at all likely 

Ql6. Based upon your experience in Antigua today, on a scale of I to 10 how likely are you recommend a land-based or resort vacation in 

Antigua to family and friends? 

Extremely likely Oto □ 9 □ 8 □ 7 □ 6 05 □ 4 03 □ 2 □ I Not at all likely 

The following are to better understand demographic characteristics of cruise passenger visitors at each destination. 

Q17.Howmanvpcnonsln vnurcoblnare: Male: □ O □ I 02 03 □ 4 05 Female: □ O □ I 02 03 □ 4 05 

Q 18. How many persons in your cabin are in each age group? (Leave Blank if "0") 

.!l.!!.!!i!:.ll: □ l 02 03 □ 4 05+ 

4~ IO 64: □ I □ 2 □ 3 □ 4 □ 5+ 

1Sla24· □ l 02 DJ □ 4 □ 5+ 

65+ DI □ 2 03 □ 4 05+ 

25 to 44: □ I □ 2 □ 3 □ 4 □ 5+ 

Q19. Where is yourpennanent place of residence? □ US □ Canada □ UK □ Germany □ Other ______ (specify) 

If the US/Canada, which state/province? ___ (please use 2 letter abbreviation) 

Q20. Approximately, what is your annual gross (pre-tax) household income (in U.S. dollars)? 

□ Under $50,000 

□ $100,000 to $149,999 

□ $50,000 to $74,999 

a $150,000 to $199,999 
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Page 1 or2 Puerto Rico - Homeport 
CONF IDENTIAL CRUISE PASS!sNGE R SURVEY 

Welcome to Puerto Rico, we hope you had an enjoyable experience. The Florida- Caribbean Cruise Association (FCCA) and the cruise 
destinations of the Caribbean, Central America and Mexico are conducting surveys of cruise passengers who have visited these deslina~ 
tions. The objective of this survey is to provide infonnation to the FCCA and the cmise destinations that wiJl allow them to enhance visi
tors' experiences and quantify the contribution of cruise passengers to the economies of each destination. The survey should only take a 
rew minutes to complete and your responses will be held jn strict confidence. 

Please record the date of your c111ise ship's call at Puerto Rico: Day(dd) __ Month(mm) __ Year (yy) __ (Numbers please) 
QI. Please check the name of the crnise line you are sailing with: 

D Aida D Carnival D Celebrity D Costa D Disney D Holland America D MSC D Norwegian 
D Princess D P&O D Regent Seven Seas D Royal Caribbean D Seaboum D TUl 

Q2. Including yourself, how many people are staying in your cnll ln({stnto1·oom?? D I D 2 D 3 D 4 D 5+ 
Q3. Did you begin your cruise vacation in Puerto Rico. or did you begin your cruise at some other port? 

D Boarded in Puerto Rico (Continue) D Began at another Port (Hyou boarded at another port, Go to Q7) 
Q4. Are you a resident of Puerto Rico? □ Yes ( If Yes, Go to Ql4) □ No (Continue) 

Q5. How many nights both prior to and following your cruise will you spend in Puerto Rico? 

Pre-cruise stay: □ 0 □ I □ 2 D 3 □ 4 D 5+ nights Post-cruise stay: □ 0 □ I D 2 □ 3 □ 4 D 5+ nights 
(HO for both, Go to Q7) 

Q6. In what type of accommodations are you staying while in Puerto Rico? 

□ Hotel □ Other paid accommodation □ With friends or relatives D Other arrangements 

Q7. Is this your first visit to Puerto Rico? □ Yes □ No 

lf .. No" , how many times have you visited before? D J D 2 D 3 D 4 D 5 D 6 D 7 D 8 D 9 D 10+ 
QS. How many hours did you spend ashore during your cruise call at Puerto Rico today? 

□ o □ r □ 2 □ 3 □ 4 □ 5 □ 6 □ 7 □ s □ 9 □ ro □ 1 r □ 12• (lfO, Go to Q21 on back) 
Q9. Did you purchase a tour(s) prior to your cruise? 

QI0. How did you purchase this/these tour(s)? 

□ Yes D No (Ir No, Go to Ql4) 

□ Onboard the cmise ship □ From the cruise Jine prior to lhe cruise □ Onshore from a tour operator 
□ From a travel agent □ Did not purchase a tour/toured on my own □ Other (Explain) _________ _ _ _ 

Q 11 . In total, how much did you pay for this/these tour(s) (in US$)? $ ___ _ 

Number of people included in this purchase: □ I D 2 □ 3 □ 4 D 5 □ 6 D 7 □ 8 □ 9 D 10+ 
Ql2a. How many hours did you spend on the first tour? □ J D 2 D 3 □ 4 □ 5 □ 6 □ 7 D 8 □ 9 □ 10+ 
Q J 2b. If more than one tour, how many hours did you spend on the second tour? □ I □ 2 □ 3 □ 4 □ 5 □ 6 D 7 □ 8 □ 9 □ Jo+ 
QIJ. Which of the following best describes this tour: □ Shopping tour □ Guided tour of island historical and cultural sites 

□ City center tour D Land-based activity tour □ Marine-based activity tour □ Other (Explain) ________ _ 

QI 4. Did you make any purchases in Puerto Rico during your onshore visit or prior to your cruise? 

□ Yes □ No (If No, Go to Q17 on back) 
QI 5. How much in total did all persons in your cabin spend (in US$) in Puerto Rico during your onshore visit, or prior to your cruise? 

$ ___ (Whole US$ only) 
Ql6, Please record the value of all purchases (in US$) that all persons in your cabin made in Puerto Rico durrng your on-shore visit or prior to 
your cruise.* Do not Include the C0$1 of tours uor eoods and services that were pu1·chaJled oubo•rd the cruise ship. (t:nrer whole dollars). 

Food and beverages at restaurants and bars: 
Taxis/Ground Transportation: 

(Do not include cos! of sightseeing tours) 
Retail Purchases of Watches & Jewelry: 
Retail Purchases of Clothing (incl. T-shirts): 

Entertainment Venues/Nightclubs/Casinos: 
Retail Purchases of Perfumes & Cosmetics: 

Page 2 ofl 
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s 
$ 

$ 
$ 

$ 
$ _ _ 

Accommodations: 

Telephone & lntemet Communications: 
Local Crafts and Souvenirs: 
Retail Purchases of Liquor: 

Retail Purchases of Electronics: 
Any Other Purchases 

$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 

Puerto Rico - Flomeport 
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QI?. On a scale of I to 10, how satisfied were you with each of the following in Puerto Rico? 

(Extremely satisfied= ID .... .•• I = Not at all satisfied) 

Accommodations: □ 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01 0 0 Not applicable 

Guided Tour: □ 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01 0 0 Not applicable 

Shopping Experience: 0 JO 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01 0 0 Not applicable 

Historic Sites/Museums: □ 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01 0 0 Not applicable 

Variety of things to see and do: 0 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01 0 0 Not applicable 

Friendliness of the residents: 0 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01 0 0 Not applicable 

Overall shopping experience: □ 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01 0 0 Not applicable 

Courtesy of employees: □ 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01 0 0 Not applicable 

Variety of Shops: □ 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01 0 0 Not applicable 

Overall Prices: □ 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01 0 0 Not applicable 

Taxis/Local Transportation: □ 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 OJ 0 0 Not applicable 

Overall visit in Puerto Rico: □ 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01 0 0 Not applicable 

Q 18. Overall, and on a scale of J to I 0, how did your visit to Puerto Rico meet your prior expectations? 

Greatly exceeded 010 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 OJ Fell far short 

QI 9. Based upon your experience in Puerto Rico today, on a scale of I to IO how likely are you to return lo Puerto Rico for a 

land-based or resort vacation within the next three years? 

Extremely likely 010 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 0 I Not at all likely 

Q20. Based upon your experience in Puerto Rico today, on a scale of I to IO how likely are you recommend a land-based or resort vacation 
in Puerto Rico to family and friends? 

Extremely likely 010 0 9 0 8 0 7 0 6 05 0 4 03 0 2 0 I Not at all likely 

The following are to better understand demographic characteristics or cruise passenger visitors at each destination. 

Q21. How manv ncr ~ou• In yo 11r cuhi 11 are: Male: □ 0 □ I □ 2 □ 3 □ 4 □ 5 Female: □ 0 □ I □ 2 □ 3 □ 4 □ 5 

Q22. How many persons in your cabin are in each age group? (Leave Blank if "0") 

Under 15: □ I □ 2 □ 3 □ 4 □ 5+ IS to 24i □ I □ 2 □ 3 □ 4 □ 5+ 25 lo 44: 0 I O 2 0 3 0 4 D 5+ 

4$ to 64: □ I □ 2 □ 3 0 4 0 5+ 65+ 01 02 03 04 05+ 

Q23. Where is your pennanenl place of residence? 0 US O Canada O UK O France O Other ___ (specify) 

If the US/Canada, which state/province? ___ (please use 2 letter abbreviation) 

Q24. Approximately, what is your annual gross (pre-tax) household income (in U.S. dollars)? 

0 Under $50,000 □ $50,000 to $74,999 

□ $100,000 to $149,999 □ $150,000 to $199,999 
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Antigua - Crew 

CONFIDENTIAL CREW SURVEY 

The Florida-Caribbean Cruise Association (FCCA) and the cruise destinations of the Caribbean, Central America and Mexico are conducting 

a survey of crew who have visited these destinations. The objective of this suniey is to provide infonnation to the FCCA and the destinations 

that will allow them to enhance visitors' expe1 iences and quantify the contribution of cruise passe11ge1s and crew to the economies of each 

destination. The SUl'Ve)' should only take a few minutes to con1pMc and your rc.~pon,.,. will be held in strict confidence. 

Please record the dale of your cruise ship 's call at Antigua: 

Month(mm) __ Day(dd) __ Year (yy) __ (Numbers please) 

QI. Please check the name of the cruise line you are crewing with: 
D Aida D Carnival D Celebrity D Costa D Disney D Holland America D MSC D Norwegian 

D Princess D P&O D Regent Seven Seas D Royal Caribbean D Seaboum D TUI 

Q2. Did you leave the sllip and visit Antigua today? 0 Yes (Ir Yes Go to Q4) 0 No (Continue) 

Q3. Have you visited Antigua on any previous cruise calls in the past month? D Yes D No (If No Go to Q9) 

Q4. How many hours did you spend ashore during your visit today or your most recent visit? 

DO D I D 2 D 3 D 4 D 5 □ 6 D 7 D 8 D 9 D 10 D 11 D 12+ 

Q5. How much in total did you spend (in US dollars) in Antigua today? $ _____ (Whole dollars only) 

Q6. Please record the value of all purchases (in U.S. dollars) that you made during your on-shore visit to Antigua today or for the most re

cent visit to Antigua in the past month. * Do not include the cost or tours or goods and services that were purchased on board the 

cruise shin. ( Ent er whole dollars onM . 

Food and Beverages at bars and restaurants: $ - -- Tours purchased on shore or the internet only: $ 

Taxis/Ground Transportation: 
(Do not include cost of sightseeing tours) $ Local Crafts and Souvenirs: 

Retail Purchases of Watches & Jewelry: $ Retail Purchases of Liquor: 

Retail Purchases of Clothing (incl. T-shirts): $ Retail Purchases of Electronics: 

Entertainment Venues/NightcJubs/Casinos: $ Telephone & Internet Communications: 

Retai I purchases or ~rrume & cosmc1ics: s Any other purthoses: 

Q7. On a scale of I to 10, how satisfied were you with each of the following in Antigua? 

(Extremely satisfied= to ....... I = Not al all satisfied) 

Guided Tour: 010 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 

Shopping Experience: D 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 

Historic Sites/Museums: D 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 

Variety of things to see and do: D 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 

Friendliness of the residents: D 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 

Overall shopping experience: D 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 

Courtesy of employees: D 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 

Variety of Shops: D 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 

Overall Prices: □ IO 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 

Taxis/Local Transportation: D 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 

Overall visit in Antigua: D 10 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 

02 

02 

02 

02 

02 

02 

02 

02 

02 

02 

02 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

I D O Not applicable 

DI □ 0 Nol applicable 

I D O Not applicable 

DI D O Not applicable 

I □ 0 Nol applicable 

DI D O Not applicable 

□, D O Not applicable 

□ I DO Not applicable 

□, D O Not applicable 

I D O Not applicable 

01 D O Not applicable 

Q8. Based upon your experience in Antigua, on a scale of L to 10 how likely are you to recommend a land-based or resort vacation in Antigua 

to a friend? 

Extremely likely D lO D 9 D 8 D 7 □ 6 05 D 4 03 D 2 □ I Not at all likely 

The follow Ing are to better understand demographic characteristics or crew visitors at each destination. 

Q9. What is your gender? D Male D Female 

QI 0. In which age group do you fall? D Under20 021 to30 0311050 D 51 to65 Dover 65 

Q 11. Where is your pennanent place or residence? D Asia D Europe D South America D North America D Other 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ CD ---------~~ - ------- " ----------- CD ~ Reports: Estimates re Cruise Ship Passengers and Crew Ashore Visits -=::::: 

~ Source Quotation Ashore - Surveys and Estimates ~-

......._ Percent Average Percent Average 0 
0) Passengers Crew -.., 

Business Research & Economic Advisors. The As noted previously, the GVHA reported that 503,691 cruise passengers 77.5 78 ~ 
Economic Contribution of Cruise Tourism in arrived on ships in Victoria in 2012. Data collected from the cruise lines on ......._ 
Victoria 2012, September 2013, p.4. disembarkation rates showed that 77.5% of these arriving passengers, or CO 

390,361 passengers, made an onshore visit in Victoria. O 
Business Research & Economic Advisors . Comparisons with earlier studies are difficult because the number of 88 88 39 39 2 
Economic Contribution of Cruise Tourism participating destinations (35) is so much higher than in earlier studies. v,;· 
to the Destination Economies - A Survey-based Nonetheless, some general comparisons with the 2012 study are possible. CD 

00 
Analysis of the Impacts of Passenger, Crew and First, average passenger and crew visitation rates, i.e., the percentage of 

,-... Cruise Line Spending, Volume I, Aggregate arriving passengers and crew that disembark and make an onshore visit, (f) 
~ Analysis. October 2015, p.5 remained virtually unchanged at 88% for passengers and 39% for crew. ~ 7" [NOTE: This report was "prepared for Florida-Caribbean Cruise Association "C:) 
~ and Participating Destinations."] l) 
0 Business Research & Economic Advisors. The Since a cruise ship will make multiple port calls on any cruise itinerary, the 80 - 90 85 45 45 (ti 
~O Economic Contribution of the International same passengers and crew will arrive at several ports. Approximately 80% to (/) 
""C Cruise Industry in Canada 2012, A Survey-based 90% of passengers aboard cruise ships that arrive on a port-of-call visit CD 
::.:i Analysis of the Impacts of Passenger, Crew and actually disembark and visit the port city. Like passengers only a portion of the ~ 
~ Cruise Line Spending. March 2013. P9-10 crew (approximately 45%) disembarks the cruise ship at any call and visit the @ 
~ port city. These disembarkation rates were estimated by port from data 
~ provided by the visiting cruise lines. :j" 
-...l Ibid. p. 13. Of the passengers who responded to the survey, 99% went ashore; and, of 99 99 (f) 
~ these 63% made at least one purchase other than a shore excursion while @" 
~ ashore. (Q 
~ Ibid. p. 25 On any individual port call about 45% of the crew will disembark and vis- it the 45 45 ~ 

port city. Thus, there were an estimated 484,171 onshore crew visits among all ll) 
Canadian cruise ports during 2012. '::-:: 

Harboring Tourism - Cruise Ships in Historic Port Statistics gathered in Victoria during the summer of 2011 indicate that, on 72 - 74 73 58 - 60 ~ 
Communities average, 58-60% of a ship's complement comes ashore, varying from 64-71% ll) 
Report of an International Symposium held in for daytime ships and 53-58% for evening ships. For passengers, taken (/) 
Charleston, South Carolina, USA February 6-8, separately, about 72-74% disembark, with larger daytime proportions than @" 
2013. p. 58. evening. Taking these disembarkation percentages into account, the economic 

impact is much smaller than asserted by the cruise industry, which seems to 
""'C base its estimates on the assumption that all passengers and crew come 
~ ashore, even when time in port is quite short. 

CIQ tr'1 In particular, the crew expenditure numbers for Victoria are wildly exaggerated, 
~ ~ because most crew members cannot leave the ship during short evening stays 
-..J ::i= or do not choose to on successive calls. 
QC) .... 

~ ~ I\) 
N ""3 '-J 
ffi ~ ~ 
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~ ~ 
~ ~ CD ~-------~-- ___ _ ___________ CD 5_ Reporta: Estlmat~ re 9rulse Ship Passenger~ and Cre_w ,?.Shorf! Vls!ts ~-
)<" Source Quotation Ashgre • Surveys and Estimates ~ 
~ Percent Average Percent Average 0 0) Passengers· Grew -., 

I\) Cruising - Out of Control: The Cruise Industry, Working conditions are also difficult on a cruise ship. The norm among service Suggests C) 
The Environment, Workers, and the Maritimes. workers on a cruise ship is to work an 80 hour week; among deck and engine high ~ 
March 2003. p. 16. workers the norm is 66 hours a week. These are minimums.39 Most waiters on estimates (0 

cruise ships typically work 12 to 14 hours a day, 7 days a week, for 10 to 12 of crew (") 
months without a day off. The contract length is shorter for workers from ashore -::-, 
industrialized countries; it can be as short as three months for officers. during C:: 

port calls en· 
maybe CD 

00 ~ ~ C".) optimistic :::)'-

~ -5· N Ibid. p. 21 Crew members also contribute to the local economy. They do this indirectly by Suggests '""O 
0 the impact they have on passenger expectations and feelings about a port by investme ~ g what the crew say before arriving. Ports that they personally like are presented nt for CD ~ dif- ferently by crew than ports they do not like. These messages influence crew ~ 
~ passengers. visits ::J 
~ important (") ti> even 1f CD 
~ ~ -O°'I don't go ::J 
~ ~~ ~ 
~ Dr. Brian L. Searle. Victoria as a Port-of-Call: The Tomas Institute for Tourism in Dubrovnik, Croatia, surveyed 1340 cruise 80% of 20% of ~ 
,&;,.. the Costs and Benefits of Cruise Ship Visits. A ship p~sengers and 319 crew members during the June to September 2006 visitors; visitors; ~ N report prepared for the James Bay cruise ship season. Cruise ship visitors (both passengers and crew) came from ashore for ashore ,,:;: ~ Neighbourhood Association. p. 55 a variety of countries: Italy (27%), U.S.A. (20%), Spain (17%), Great Britain average of for 03 

(7%), France (7%), Germany (3%), and other European and overseas 5.3 hours. average ':=,::: 
countries. Cruise ship passengers (approximately 80% of visitors) stay off of 4 ~ 
board In the destination for 5.G hours, while crew (approximately 20% of hours. ~ 
visitors) stay otf board for 4 hours, for a ccmbined average of 5 hours. Q) 

Makie, Patty. Personal Communication. April 30, Patti Mackie, Executive Director, Ketchikan Visitor Bureau,. 20 - 25 23 ~ 
2008. She noted that this was just her personal estimate, since she was not aware of Qj 

any formal reports or studies with authoritative estimates. 
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A Review of 2019 Cruise Ship Presence in Skagway, Alaska 

Appendix 17 

Estimating Cruise Ship Crew Visitations Ashore - Ketchikan, Alaska, 
2016 Data 
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Constants 

Ship 

Formula 

Carnival Legend 

Infinity 

Millennium 

Solstice 

Disney Wonder 

Amsterdam 

Maasdam 

New Amsterdam 

Noordam 

Volendam 

Westerdam 

Zaandam 

Norwegian Jewel 

Norwegian Pearl 

Analysis of Ketchikan Cruise Industry Surveys 
McDowell Group_, 2016 

Av crew shore visits per season. KGB 2016 McDowell studv 7.40 
Total ships visiting port 38 
Max % of crew on shore leave 30% 

Crew 
Stops in Visit 

Weight 
K Visits from 

Weighted K Ketchikan Potential Av 

vp.i = c.i * w.i = (vp.i - min)/ k.i = (c.i. c.i v.i wk.i = w.i • k.i s.i (max-min) 7.4) I s.i 

930 17 15810 0.5851407 405 237 

1.000 17 17000 0.6292589 435 274 

1,000 16 16000 0.5921848 463 274 

1,500 18 27000 1.0000000 617 617 

945 13 12285 0.4544545 538 244 

647 18 11646 0.4307641 266 115 

600 9 5400 0.1991992 493 98 

930 22 20460 0.7575353 313 237 

850 21 17850 0.6607719 300 198 

700 23 16100 0.5958922 225 134 

850 21 17850 0.6607719 300 198 

700 19 13300 0.4920847 273 134 

1,010 20 20200 0.7478960 374 279 

1,010 20 20200 0.7478960 374 279 

Adj. Weighted K % 

awk.i = w.i * k.i wk.i/c.i 

Modified.All 
results~ 1. 

237 25% 

274 27% 

274 27% 

617 41% 

244 26% 

115 18% 

98 16% 

237 25% 

198 23% 

134 19% 

198 23% 

134 19% 

279 28% 

279 28% 

Revised Revised 
Crew % 
IF(wk.i < 
1, 1, 
IF(%> 
Constant 
%. c.i * 
Constant 
%), wk.i)) 
Max 30%, but not 
less than 1 crew on 
shore leave 

237 25% 

274 27% 

274 27% 

450 30% 

244 26% 

115 18% 

98 16% 

237 25% 

198 23% 

134 19% 

198 23% 

134 19% 

279 28% 

279 28% 
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Constants 

Norwegian Sun 

Coral Princess 

Crown Princess 

Grand Princess 

Island Princess 

Ruby Princess 

Star Princess 

Sun Princess 

Seven Seas Mariner 

Radiance of the Seas 

Silver Discoverer 

Silver Shadow 

Alaskan Dream 

Baranof Dream 

American Spirit 

Crystal Serenity 

Regatta 

Le Soleal 

Safari Endeavour 

Safari Explorer 

Safari Quest 

Wilderness Adventurer 

Wilderness Discoverer 

Wilderness Explorer 

Total 

Analysis of Ketchikan Cruise Industry Surveys 
McDowell Group, 2016 

Av crew shore visits per season. KGB 2016 McDowell study 7.40 
Total ships visiting port 38 
Max % of crew on shore leave 30% 

800 20 16000 0.5921848 296 175 

900 18 16200 0.5995996 370 222 

1,240 19 23560 0.8724651 483 421 

1,100 13 14300 0.5291588 626 331 

900 18 16200 0.5995996 370 222 

1,240 19 23560 0.8724651 483 421 

1,100 19 20900 0.7738479 428 332 

925 1 925 0.0332926 6845 228 

445 15 6675 0.2464687 220 54 
900 17 15300 0.5662329 392 222 

60 2 120 0.0034479 222 1 

295 18 5310 0.1958625 121 24 

16 7 112 0.0031513 17 0 

21 2 42 0.0005561 78 0 

25 2 50 0.0008527 93 0 

655 8 5240 0.1932673 606 117 

370 12 4440 0.1636081 228 37 

139 4 556 0.0196122 257 5 

24 2 48 0.0007786 89 0 

16 2 32 0.0001854 59 0 

9 3 27 0.0000000 22 0 

24 3 72 0.0016683 59 0 

26 6 156 0.0047826 32 0 

26 5 130 0.0038186 38 0 

23928 489 401056 14.8307567 17808 6132 

175 22% 

222 25% 

421 34% 

331 30% 

222 25% 

421 34% 

332 30% 

228 25% 

54 12% 

222 25% 

1 2% 

24 8% 

1 6% 

1 5% 

1 4% 

117 18% 

37 10% 

5 4% 

1 4% 

1 6% 

1 11% 

1 4% 

1 4% 

1 4% 

6140 26% 

175 22% 

222 25% 

372 30% 

330 30% 

222 25% 

372 30% 

330 30% 

228 25% 

54 12% 

222 25% 

1 2% 

24 8% 

1 6% 

1 5% 

1 4% 

117 18% 

37 10% 

5 4% 

1 4% 

1 6% 

1 11% 

1 4% 

1 4% 

1 4% 
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Analysis of Ketchikan Cruis.e Industry Surveys 
McDowell Group, 2016 

Av crew shore visits per season. KGB 2016 McDowell study 
Total ships visiting port 
Max % of crew on shore leave 
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17 

6845 

6828 

7.40 
38 

30% 
, 

2% 

41% 

155 

1 

450 

18% 

2% 

30% 

):. 

i 
-::::: en· 
~ 
0 -I\) 
0 
~ 

(0 

R 
C: en· 
Cl) 

~ 
"6" 
~ 
CD 
Cl) 

~ 
C) 
Cl) 

:5· 
en 
@ 

(Q 
~ 
~ 
):. 
iii" 
Cl) 

@ 



EXC.SGY-000593

Proposed by: Assembly 
Attorney Review: 02/13/2019 
Vote: 5 Aye 1 Nay 0 Absent 

MUNICIPALITY OF SKAGWAY, ALASKA 
RESOLUTION NO. 19-07R 

A RESOLUTION OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF SKAGWAY, ALASKA SUPPORTING 
THE CITY AND BOROUGH OF JUNEAU IN ITS EFFORTS TO APPEAL THE 
DECISION IN CRUISE LINES INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION ALASKA I CRUISE 
LINES INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION V. CITY AND BOROUGH OF JUNEAU, 
ALASKA, CASE NO. 1:16-cv-00008-HRH. 

WHEREAS, the City and Borough of Juneau (CBJ) has until March 26, 2019 to appeal 
the decision in Cruise Lines International Association Alaska / Cruise Lines International 
Association (CLIA) v. City and Borough of Juneau (CBJ), Case No. 1 :16-cv-00008-HRH; 
and 

WHEREAS, on January 3, 2019, the City of Ketchikan pledged $100,000 as financial 
support for CBJ's appeal efforts; and 

WHEREAS, the Municipality of Skagway recognizes that the decision in CL/A v. CBJ may 
have important implications on the planning for the Port of Skagway and on the cruise 
passenger experience in Skagway and throughout Southeast Alaska; and 

WHEREAS, the Municipality of Skagway supports CBJ in its efforts to appeal the 
decision; and 

WHEREAS, the Municipality of Skagway wishes to pledge $100,000 toward the appeal 
of the decision in Cruise Lines International Association Alaska / Cruise Lines 
International Association (CLIA) v. City and Borough of Juneau (CBJ), Case No. 1 :16-cv-
00008-HRH; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT: the Skagway Borough Assembly supports 
the City and Borough of Juneau in its efforts to appeal the decision in CL/A v. CBJ; and 

B_E IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: the Skagway Borough Assembly pledges $100,000 
to assist the CBJ in the appeal. · 

PASSED AND APPROVED by a duly constituted quorum of the Borough Assembly of 
the Municipality of Skagway this 21 st day of February, 2 19. 

(SEAL) 
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EXC.SGY-000594

!oanRcvo IE>WL UC..•lta?ACCTI CATEGORYiBUSIHESS 
IJJ/2019 Yu 19174 PAMP.C 1 Tll~ P)mu1e.t thd 
4/8/2019 '" 19427 ALAS·F 5 Al1slcaFurGalleryRent1I 
4/8/2019 ,., 19426 ALAS·F 1 Alask.;,FurGaUery Retail 
1/17/2019 ,., 19250 ALAS·G 1 Alask.1 Geographic Association 
7/19/2019 ,., 19535 ANNI-A l Annie 'sArts&Follies 
12/17/2018 ,., 19079AVIS·C3 5 AvlsRentACo1r 
1/2/2019 '" 19165 GO.C 4 GCI Communication Corp 
4/18/2019 Both 19436 GOGC-E 1 Go Go Electron\ts 
12/13/2018 '" 19393 HAMI-C4 4 Hamilton Construction 
4/8/2019 '" 19428 HERN•A 5 Hernandez&Assoclates 
12/17/2018 '" 19074 NATU•H 4 Natural Healing Solutions 
12/19/2018 No 19087 HOLM-P 5 PamHolmaulstRental 
8/14/2019 ,., 19550 POC-E 4 PDCEnslneers 
2/12/2019 Ve, 19356 RSO·P 5 RSD-PropertiM-Pack Train LLC 
1/8/2019 '" 19208 SKAG·ST SSka1w;,yStorage 
1/23/2019 '" 19265 TURN•M 4 Turna1ain Marine Construction 
Winter Addy ,., 19082 HOOV•E 5 Hoovers Rentals 
Winter Addy '" 19404 50UT·C 1 Photo Connection 
2/5/2019 No 19343 NCR·C 4 NCR Corporation 
6n/2019 No 19513 M&D·R SM&DRentals 
6n/2019 No 195U MATT-16 SMatUna:lylnvestmentslnc 
12/19/2018 No 19094AOT-L 4 ADT5eturity5ervicei 
1/17/2019 No 19234 SIMP·G 4 Johnson Controls Fire ProtectiOns 
12/17/2018 , .. 19069 PAPA·L 1 PaparaztlLLC 
1/23/2019 '" 19293 ULTA-S 1 UltaBeo1uty 
7/12/2019 ,., 19S38WILT•M 5 Michael Wlltowskl 
12/27/2018 No 19131 AI.AS·I 3&4 Alaska Independent Coach Tours LLC 
12/27/2018 v .. 19130 ALAS-T4 S Al.aska Transportation Comp.any 
12/27/2018 No 19132 ALA5• T6 3&4 Alaska Travel & Transportation LLC 
12/19/2018 No 19088 HAIN•S 4 Haines Skagway Fast Ferry 
Winter Addy '" 19333 CHILK·B 4 ChllkootBuslnessServices 
Winter Addy No 19399 SKAG-F6 3 SkapiayFishlngCharters 
1/8/2019 '" 19185 CASC.C 4 Cascade Communications LLC 
1/30/2019 No 19317 DISN-C l Magic .al Cruise Co 
Winter Addy Both 19457 EOEN-J 2 Eden Jewelers 
1/2/2019 Both 19168 HECK-A 5 Heckle Apartments 
12/16/2018 No 19122 PUR-R l Pure Rom11nceLLC 
12/31/2018 No 19156SUNB-Pl6 S SunblrdPropertiesLLC 
12/13/2018 ,., 19049 ANCH-Q 4 Anchor CEA, LLC 
12/17/2018 Both 19081 COWL 4 Oowl, LLC 
12/27/2018 No 19124 NETF-L 4 Netflix 
12/31/2018 ,., 19149WELL·F 4WellsFar10BankNA 
12/19/2018 Both 19093 NORW-U 1 NorwexUsalnc 
2/5/2019 Both 19345 LLR•I 1 LLR, Inc 
Winter Addy No 19355 OERA·F2 5 Frank Deramo Rentals 
Winter Addy No 19492 NCRT-L &No,tl,,rnl~t,P-
1/31/2019 '" 19336 RAPL-R 4&5 ~RithrMticP:c:r,~lt 
1/7/2019 No 19192 AURO•V 1 Aurora Yam1 of Alaska 
1/7/2019 No 19190 MAGE·R2 5 Magee Rentals 
1/1/2019 No 19191 RUSH•T 1 Rushin'Tailor'sQuiltAlask;, 
8/9/2019 ,., 19544 MCNA-G 1 Mon;,tGlobalCorp 
12/19/2018 '" 19057 15LA·C 4 Island Contractors Inc 
6/25/2019 ,., 19530 MOUN•T 3 Mountain Travel 
4/10/2019 No 19429 SUN•T 1 Slin1lV 
1/ 3/2019 Both 19175 CHIL-P 1 Chilkoot Pass Harley-Davidson 
1/2/2019 No 19331 RAPU·H S Rapuni Herl tageRentals 
5/28/2019 ,., 19504 8SN•S l BSN Spcrts LLC 
12/31/2018 Both 19155 OTIS•E 4 Otis Elev;1tor Company 
4/16/2019 Both 19441 CHAAK S ChukLLC 
Winter Addy '" 19311 MIDN-5 .J Mldr,lptS&ln £llcu~ns 
Winter Addy Both 19468 Sl<AG-G2 1 Ska1way Goklen Bear 
1/2/2019 No 19157 RAYM-H 1 Raymond Handling Concepts Corl)Oration 
1/28/2019 No 19278 PRES-0 S PN"M--, l-G ~A1n1M 
1/7/2019 No 19193 STAMP-R 5 Stamper Family Trust 2018 
12/12/201B '" 19039 ALAS-F3 4 Alask.a Fjordllneslnc 
1/lB/2019 ,., 19245 ALAS·MB 4 Alaska Mountain Guides & Cllmbln& School, Inc 
1/18/2019 '" 19244 AlAS•Mll 3 Alaska Mountain Guides Adventures Canoe Tours 
1/18/2019 , .. 19243ALAS-M10 3 Alaska Mountain Guides Adventures Raptor Tours 
1/18/2019 ,., 19242 ALAS-M7 1 Alaska Moun~in Guides Adventures Retail 

jowuERARST' LAat N,i,WE \ADORE,SS \aooRES.$ LINE 1 (CITY 
lP•~rrdthtl ·-428W4thAvenue Anchorage 
428W4thAvenue Anchorage 
421 W 1st Ave Ste #2S0 Anchorage 

AnnieCiszakPazah1 328E15thAvell6 Anchorage 
4900 5 Aircraft Or, Anchorage 
2550DenaliS Ste 1000 Anchor.iae 

Ju!ianDlaz 428W4thAvenue Anchorage 
PC 80)(241952 Anchora11e 
428W4thAvenue Anchora11e 

Vivienne D'Amico 2601 BonifacePkwySt4 Anchorage 
PO Box240011 Anchora&e 

Judy Baird, Comptroller 1028 Aurora Drive Anchoraee 
810 N Strut Ste 100 Anchoras:e 
P.0 . 8oxll2382 Anchorage 
8241 Dimond Hood Drive, Unit A Anchorage 

C.,\Hocwt PO Bo)(l055 Arizona City 
lOMk.ltoa Pa Box403 Arnolds Park 

Attn: Euna Merritt, Ta)(Oept 854Sprin1StreetNW Atlanta 
Mark & Dianne Knorr 921 ViewcrestCt Auburn 

921 Viewc~t Ct Auburn 
Attn: Licensing Dept P O 80)( 310702 Boca Raton 
Attn: Licensing Dept PO 80)(3042 Boca Raton 
747E Boughton Rd 11260 Bolingbrook 
1000 Remington Blvd T.ax Oep Bo lingbrook 

MichaelWiltowskl 7899BthStreet Bottineau 
PO BoxSB39 Bremerton 
PO 8o)(5839 aremerton 
PO Bo)(5839 Bremerton 
PO Box5839 aremerton 

Kathy Pierce 2866Cresthill Drive Bullhead City 
BernardWarchutk 3Sl4SESthPlace Cape Coral 

PO Box 727 Cascade 
P O Box 471010 Celebration 

.Sul'llllf~ P 0 , 80)(6275 Charlotte Amalie 
13400akKno11Dr Cincinnati 
655PlumSt Cincinnati 
13400akKnollDr Cincinn.ati 
1205Centra1Ave,Ste 350 Clayton 
120 S Central Ave, Stl!I 3S0 Clayton 
c/oCT-BL 120 S Central Ave Ste 350 Clayton 
1655 Gr.ant5t FL S #A0391-052 Concord 
BOO W Bethel Rd Ste 100 Coppell 
137SSampsonAve Corona 
llOSCochitaDr Cortez 

NitkManolakakis 418Highgate Park81vd D.avenport 
5uRappleye PO Box537 Dayton 
Tricia Magee PO Box412 Delta Junction 
Tricia Magee PO 80)(412 Celt.a Junction 
TricJaMaaee PO Bo)(412 Delta Junction 
Jesus Rodrigue? 3470 NW 82nd Ave , STE 910 Doral 

PO 80)(241036 Douglas 
1266 66thSt Ste 4 Emeryville 
PO. Box6623 Enelewood 
14SO](o1ren Way Fairb.anks 

~eJC.nitri 3101 Totem Drive Fairbanks 
: iWliO V,1~~ 9f;lnd, W"/ Farmers8ranch 
8FarmSprin11Road Farmington 

Andrew Knorr 4 Shady Oaks Dr Folsom 
R~mieEatou1h 8183PacificBeath Or Fort Myers 
NajahAysheh 124E MainSI Fredricksbure 

41400 Boyd Ad Fremont 
104 Raft Is land Dr NW Gig Harbor 

James & Oonna Stamper PO Bo)(62 Granthiilm 
PO. BoK246 Haines 
PO 80)(1081 Haines 
PO Box1081 Haines 
PO Box 1081 Haines 
PO Box 1081 Haines 
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2JPIE-M.1iJ 
&0101 IMff~eii:l!!:22!:f:rs.si:~ 
99501 cathit:ar1(!hotm1:il.com 
9950l cathit:;ar11!hotm;ail.com 
99501 ~n-11:s!!! !!!l:nm:b5 er1 
99501 
99502 avis@avlsalulca.com 
99503 Qx1rou11:@:1ti .com 

99so1 ,aiu:1•a~•~n-!i!i!D 
99524 a11:'1!!hamiltonconst.ccm 
99501 cath11:af1@hotmail.com 

99504 :rl:i:!/"~~ !,""-'-lt con, 
99524 

99709 jud;.:ba lrs!~l!dcens .com 
99501 JCi211\'!!251•t:!!~ fT:)-n,~M 
99511 ska~antora1e(!!11mail.com 
99507 businessl!2iumi!!lilin.build 
85123 5!~nr;1u:e. 'Tl.)ft52!D 
51:Bl northernexecsuresak~hotmail.ccm 
3030B ntcto.m.atondc!_l:ncr.com 
95603 mdd jknorr!min.com 
9S603 dianne knorr!;1mail.com 

33431 e!H!J!rilS!:!J~!:!k:""dHI!E!I 
33431 

60440 sste.a11:.araztll!r,mail.com 
60440 storelicensingL!!ulta.com 

58318 wlh~'l!•l!~:6"' 
98312 jennr@tmtalajb.com 
9a312 jatob@4sbu11ness.c.cm 
9B312 jennt@tmtalask.a.com 
98312 mand11(!tmtal;aska.com 

ec,&: .l~-1:i:!J!e±!!!Im!l' r!j!tn 
33904 

!!3611 ~ '11 nn.~ .. '!b~t!m.um 
34747 

~ rlhl~m!J:~•d &!!!!I 
45224 wm.heckle~gm.ail.com 

45202 !!l:Sl:&!H'tlmt!S:!0~111.C:&s:~ 
45224 

63105 ~ !:tll!!!s!ti:n IMl',l f. ,t:Ol'ft 

63105 5!J•l:!ll'M-'waf1,.,!!!£!:!if.E;'" 
63105 ds-blm~wolterslduwer.com 
94520 businesili1r:tnt!;:t~ellsfarg,o.com 
75019 trobert11§!norwe)(.tcm 
92879 jaml!;:l!lularo! .c!i!m 
81321 
33897 
82836 raeliiick@:aetalaskol.net 
99737 rtanor@i!l(i! ta1aslca.net 
99737 rtailor(!:i!(i!talasko1.net 
99737 rt.ailo[f!aetalasko1.net 
33122 t.ax@man!t.11,lobal.com 
99824 !1fhm'.:t!!w.ndttl'l'lt!5!5!:]:!• 9!!!; 
94608 l!~W) ~\;~ 

80155 ~11!!5:!r-1f!:!~ =!"" 
99709 £!!Q:~"°el!ll!i!:"Ull!l!l!.111!:D 
997D9 dell.aleed(!llth!,'!O.ccm 

75244-1200 ta)(de11t(!!b1nse!i!rts.com 
06032 aketi.n;,1eshL!otis.com 
95630 4022andrewl!;!r,miilil.com 
33966 midnis;btJ:unexcursions!!g,mall.cc m 

'"14 !'!•1'11'\'~ t]'..1°'1oa5E!: 
94538 
98335 
03753 

99827 alison@alnkafjordlines.mm 
99827 «'<'1tOl\h:Jla4tdlJIMOUl'l~""lSlf~,--t5!lft 
99827 f9i:5iti"1i:'? !2::!!!!11:l.l~~~§~ 
99827 accountsj!1la~hmountainr,uldeS.com 
99!!27 !Si5!:i:!!JE1£!1:l~!:!!2• "tA '-Y'!t!H!i!m 
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EXC.SGY-000595

l""T••cvo JEIIAU. UC, tjMl? ACCT• CA T!'.GORY I BU$1N£5tl. 
1/18/2019 y., 19241 ALAS·M6 J AJ.»b McLMtalnGulOH ~nhltu~-liP-tii.,. 
1/18/2019 y., 19246 CHIL-G7 3 ChflkatGuides 

1/2/2019 No 19163 CHlL-8 3 ChilkatRiverAdventures 
5/ 22/2019 , .. 19496 ClAY.V 5 Clayton Venture Properties 
S/31/2019 , .. 19501 CRYS-C 4 Crystal Cle .1r Windows 
1/4/2019 '" 19176 SKAG-N 4 ED &.O , lnc 
5/8/2019 "' 19478 HIGH-E 5 Hiahlands Rent;i,ls 
1/8/2019 No l!UQ!) KLON·C2 4 KlondlkeChiropracticLLC 
12/17/2018 No 19072 MOUN· F 3MountainF\vinsServke 
1/18/2019 Yu 19247 PROF•? 4Professlona1PropertyManagement 
1/9/2019 Both 19213 RAIN-G J IIIM'lbo'wGlM:le,Advc:ntun1 
12/10/2018 '" 19029 SOCIC·C2 1&3&4&5 Sockeve Cvcle Co 
6/6/2019 "' 19508 SOUT·R 4 So utheast Road Builders 
1/18/2019 ,., 19240STEL· A. J Stdlat~I MOQttUlr('I.G~ 
12/17/2018 '" 19071 WOAO·S 6 W~le's Soulhust Seafood LLC 
12/31/2018 No 19153 HERB-I 1 H~rbalffe International of Ame:ric.a 
7/30/2019 '" 19546 MOHA•R 1 Mohawk Rubt>er Sales 
11/30/2018 No 1W02SIEM-I IISiemenslndustry,lnc 
1/3/2019 No 19173SIEM•M lSiemensMobilitv 
5/16/2019 '" 19491 SUPP·O lSupportOrigln,1lity 

4/22/2019 "' 19455 ALAS-A3 ll AlaskaAvalancheS_pecliillsts 
6/11/2019 '" 19523 AIR-E 4 Alnka Seaplanes 
12/7/2018 ,., 19015 ALAS-TS 4 Alaska Technlc,11 Solutions 
3/22/2019 '" 19401 ALAS-,T2 SAtr.bf~IA:f\-.111:.JJtt 
1/23/2019 .. " 19266 ARCH-A 4 Ar1;hipela&0Apprais,1ls 
1/17/2019 No 19237 COLD-8 4Coldwe11BankHRa~Realty 
6/3/2019 ,., 19510 El-G 4 El Greco 
1/14/2019 No 19224 G&M Rentals 5 G&MRentals 
6/3/2019 '" 19509 GOLO-R7 ,GoJ.1ihnl1"'1,v,~,,~ 

5/23/2019 Both 19497 ICEH-R 11 lcehouseRefrigMation 
4/1S/2019 No 19438 INSI-P 4 lnsidePassageMechanic.alContractors 
5/J,/2019 "' 19471 J&J-C ll J & J Cleaning lLC 
12/10/2018 No 19033 MIRA-C 4 Miramont~ Construction 
3/7/2019 , .. 19391 MRV•A 4 MRVArchitects 
1'2/10/2018 Bolh 19030 PERM-R 4Pum,Refrigeration 

2/5/2019 No 19346 RB-C 4 RBCommunicitlons 
4/4/2019 No 19420 REEO-R 5 Reed Rentals 
1!2/10/2018 '" 19032 SKAG·S3 lSkagwavShirtCompany 
1/29/2019 '" 19312 SKAG-no 3 SbswavTours 
1/14/2019 No 19225 SOUT•A 4 SoutheastA.ppraisalServices LLC 
1/912019 '" '19212 SOUT-E Ill SGuthHitL,t1rq11nllor.hi"lnQll'I( 

12/26/2018 Both '19117 ALAS·FS '1 The Alaskan Fudge Co of Skagwav 
1/31/2019 Yes 19325 CHEY·S 4 Cheyenne Scale 
1/28/2019 Both 19280 GOLC· R6 !Gotd ~<nrtsll.'-
12/17/2018 ,., 19054 MINE•G2 2 Miner'sGems2002ndAve 
12/ 17/2018 '" 19055 MINE·G2 2 Miner's Gems 270 2nd Ave 
12/17/2018 "' 190S6 MtNE-G2 2 Miner's Gems 3rtl & Broadway 
2/12/2019 '" 193S9 MONA·J 2Monarch Jewels 
1/28/2019 Both 19279 SKAG•M4 15killgYJIVMlningCo 
12/19/2018 No ~9099 TEMS·H5 ;! Tt""-'0Ht:~ 1•n 
WlnterAddv "' 19S21 COA.S-T 3 Coastline Tours 
1/31/2019 No 19328 NATU·G 2 Natural Gems Inc 
12/27/2018 y., 19134 NERI-I 1 Neriumlnternational 
12/13/2018 Both 19041 LONG--82 1&4 Long Bu ilding Technologies, Inc 
2/ 5/2019 No 19344 GOOG·N 1 G001le Fl 
1/14/ 2019 , .. 19221 8ROA·J 2 Sr~w~v Jewel,v & Gifts 
7/5/2019 ,., 19532 CASS·C 1 Cassi@'s Marvi!lous Cf'eations 
1/4/2019 Both 19177 HENR·S 1 H@nryShein, lnc 
12/19/2018 No 19090 SCEN•INC 1 5~i:ntsv, Inc 
2/6/2019 y., 19348J05T·I lJostens,lnc 
12/191201B Yes 19092 SUPE·O 1 Supervalu Design Services 
2/25/2019 No 19378 EVER·S SE11er-SmithRenti,I 
12/31/2018 No 19150 HO·S 1 Core&MainLP 

lcwme.R FIRST .a. LAST HAME jAOORESS IAODRESS U NE : JCJT'r 
P o. Bol! 1oe1 ~ • lr,t:1, 
P O. Box170 Haines 

Karen Hess PO Box556 H.iines 
M.ir10Ctayton PO, 80111357 Hil ines 
Owen Dixon Po. Bo• 1566 Haines 
Patty Campbell P O, Bow.1229 Hatnes 

P 0 , Box 1129 Haines 
PO Box 887 Haines 

Paul & Amv Swanstrom P. O. Sox 1404 Haines 
PO SoxlOBl Haines 
PO Sox1103 Haines 
Po Sox829 Haines 
HC 60 Sox 4800 H,1 ines 
PO 8ox1081 Haines 
PO Box1061 Haines 
12954 Hawthorne Blvd Ste 101 Hawthorne 

Diane Loreth, A/R '5Atnd lrtttl PMl:.Jlo.id Hingham 
t/oOMA PD Sox 80600 Indianapolis 
t/oDMA PO 8oxB0612 Indianapolis 

Uiidsly W IJ,t lS~~t.ehe.UlillndM lselton 
lillllG)I.ICe PO Box22316 Juneau 

S907Yandukin Drive Juneau 
WillJudy PO Box 34136 Juneau 

908S Gla:ierHwv, Ste 301 Juneau 
PO SD~ 21970 Juneau 
2103 NJordanAve Juneau 

Christina Arnold PD 8oK 3SSD4 Juneau 
c/oDonna'sRestaurant 9121GlacerHwy Juneau 

Christina Arnold PO 8oK3SS04 Juneau 
54345h;.une0r Ste Bl Joneau 
PO Box32892 Juneau 
2375Jord,,1nAve#3 Juneau 
lBSOCr"stSt Ste 112 Juneau 
1420 Glacier Ave 11101 Juneau 

UriahA.ndtrsun PO Box21386 Jui;ie.1u 
Ronnie Srvant 3159Ton1assBlvd Juneau 
Allan Reed c/oCebbie Held 8800 Glacier Hwv #231 Junei!lu 

lZOMillSireet Juneau 
PO Box21795 Juneau 
PO Sox 32361 Juoeau 
8319Airport81vd Juneau 

Jason love 2951 Glaclerwood Ct Juneau 
19635 70t_r1 AveS 11:5-2 Kent 
P,O Boxs9:31 Ketchikan 
116FrontStreet Ketchikan 
116FrontStreet Ketchikan 
116Fton t5treet Ketchikan 
tJB F.ro_n.t.St Ketchikan 
P,O Sox8931 Ketchikan 
P.D Sox5057 Ket,hlkan 

SeanRolnlck 1215 S KiheiSteO ICJhel 
Robert Houser 412 Ka iolohiaSt Kihe:f 

414WMalnSt Lansdale: 
5001S Zuni St Littleton 
2112RaJ:!1elineRd Longwood 
307 S Hill St f 617 losAngelll!S 

GlfY.it Cevn.titl 33 SW cascade Ln Madras 
135 Duryea Road E-200 Melville 
PO 80x1335 Meridian 
7760 France Avenue South, Ste 1100 Minneapolis 
Attn:..LJeensingGroup PO Box990 Minneapolis 

JeffSm1th PO Sox 3707.52 Montara 
40Shuman Blvd Ste 150 Napervi lle 
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jstATE 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
A< 
A< 

AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 

CA 

MA 
IN 

IN 

CA 
AK 

AK 
AK 

AK ~· AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 

AK 

~K 
AK 
AK 
AK 

AK 
AK 
AK 

" AK 
AK 
AK 
WA 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
HI 

HI 

PA 
co 
Fl 

CA 

OR 

NY 

10 
MN 

MN 

CA 
IL 

ZJPjE.fol.ll:O 

99827 i1!552!ill:!~il!~tJD,t•!el;~~m 
99827 !555!!::l~!!e;a:".r.hmov11.1.1,,l:!:!hSn~m 
99827 

ffl:11 cmarso77(2!,gmj!il com 
ffll1 &iirn't1td!a:tin99;!Jrw! C:0"' 
99827 P?""ibc'!!i!tR'PYH'itt s:om 
99827 brenda@sitr5!j!d com 

99B27 
99827 

99827 2S:W!!!!!J:!!!!"1-!!l!2~"l!!!t!ilm Dl!D 
99827 l:!2£.S:t_s9r+i~&5:m •il•D~~n nl~ma.J S!"' 
99821 ~m:!<Yt'•>!N:9--sr 
99821 rmPVitu"'-~e!'t'O\HU retn 
99827 ~llfl:JG.al,HlJ,ll'll'tl.fflUilri~S!""' 
99827 eru~.k1le@11,m1il.com·212eiwork~bine@smail.2!M 
90250 he rb ail ife@sattannc.com 

02043 @tRlhr!T9f5!':'ttrtlbii'V:CJIT 
46280 ldawson@dmainc,itom 
462B0 hdenol!!;!dmainc.com 

9561ll JU@¢!TRrlw .. l!iYf1•c,J,,p.mm 
99802 aascom@mac.c2m 

99801 Un9:fMll!l!:::!H"PlfllHS:OC": 
99803 will@alask.atechgui1s.com·bookk.eeE!er(!,1l1skatechsuJ1S .com 

99801 j•!!J•S:e:t--"¥'H1•tt'lh ! mm 
~ .._~t11n'm!!(T-:l!I mm 
99801 info(!!rateret;lt!.~om 

998031!'.'1911! 'ittSt:ilie::!>Som 
99801 

99803 d..!fitr:n1w1"1Chl\o•l!Jm.'f! iSIIJ 
9980111!1ol"11)m111f19'1;:r!5~\!!'1;m.lll,;cm 
99803 lany@insidep,1ssanmechanical.com 

~1 }S!!K-\t:fJLJll'f.tUll.f~1"" 
99801 
99801 mN@mrv...rchitects.com 

99802 u1i1N!t2tO!'!'tlrtgJIJl"i0!1 r,;: 
99801 

99801 

99801 audre:£!!!!:shlr.tco.com 

99802 19n.A.H!)[trl\UIJ!OY? Qffi 
99803 

99801~•1.-!!:!1.~\irr:o-,i, 

99801 ~nfu«l!:1!1,..-, cam 
98032 £b.c,ce!comca~tnet 
99901 lu2evt~kE!unct.n!;:t 

99901 c::r !P!PrvmP,nut V"' 
99901 l,!n'. i~nJl"\!!IIM COM 

99901 pry:1P!S!01m•1~a com 
9ggQ_1 Bl!5i.f1'q!fculf'!t.ltl-9"' ~'l'l 

99901 lu2e11t@kE!unet.net 
99901 

9675;1 ml1£ibf:P5P'l!Nl'I P;g""f!:52!" 
96753 

19446 ~~ \!:'H:lsEtse101Ktt½1a,tn 
80120 accountinB@long.com 

32750 mck:9:solonNo'DO!f <Dffl 

90014 mfo@houseofahfln.com 
977111 smcourt;,ini!;livt.com 
11141 l>T-rr m~,htt~SSl!!l 
83680 tax@scentsv.com 

551135 '?!511:s!!f b!Yt!l!Mfr"J!l&;q S'Hl 
55440-0990 l1t!'.::W!ll!!:1!1;~1U£!1"rr.t."1~ 

94037 

60553 ln com,-,f,i:im!for111Ukflfta11'\.o;m 
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EXC.SGY-000596

jDIITERCVO !EMAll uc:. •lwwAcCT• CATEc;oRvjeuslNE&S 
l/7/20H No li1H W1l0..1 !WlllftrHH,,tn.1i,,c: 
12/26/2018 Both 19119 THIR-0 1 ThirtyOnt'GiftsLLC 
1/17/2019 No 19235 ZIBB 1 Cognlc;,IHoldingslnc 
2/21/2019 V,s 19361 OIAM•I 2 Diamonds International 
1/9/2019 Both 19214 MILA•O 2 Mil;;mo Diamond Gallery 
5/ 28/2019 v .. 19503 TANH 21ari,z.m"tsln:.c.~·t~ 
12/31/2018 No 19152 OIEB•I S&& Clt'oNN1.1.-dcrt \nc 
1/31/2019 Both 19327 DIRE•T 4 DirKtTv LLC 
12/27/2018 No 19123 NEW-C 4 NewCinaularWireless 
12/7/2018 No 19017 PART-G 1 PartyllteGlfts,lnc 
6/12/2019 No 19524SPRINT .(I SprintComlnc 
1/22/2019 Beth 19282 WIND-V2 4 Wind Valley Tree Service 
Winter Addy Both 19488 R&R-C 1&4 R&R Creations A-Chore-Service 
4/25/2019 Both 19451AlAs-J 3 Alaska Jet Kayaks lLC 
2/7/2D19 No 19350 ALAS·R 4 Alaska Rut Services 
2/7/2019 No 19349 SKAG·A SSkariwayApartments 
Winter Addy Both 19451 ALAS·J 3 AlaskaJetKilyakslLC 
12/13/2018 No 19046 TOVO-L SToyotaLuseTrust 
12/28/2018 Both 19108 AP&T-A 4&5 Alaska Power & Telephone Company 
1/2/ 2019 No 19164CONS.C l Consumer Cellular Inc 
3/1/ 2019 Yes 19380 YUKO·E 3 Vukon Excursions UC 
Winter Addy Ves 19045 ALAS-14 3 Alaskalcefteld Expedition5 
Winter Addy y., 19044 EXCU• T 4 Excursions Today 
Winter Addy v .. 19042 KLON•B 1 Klondike Brewing 
Winter Addy Vo, 19043 KLON•k2 1K1ondikeKettleWorks 
1/8/2019 y., 19209 NU SK·E 1 Nu Skin Enterprises United States Inc 
Winter Addy Yo, 19519 ANOA·P l Andrea 's Pies & Other 8.Jked Goods 
12/17/2018 Vo, 19078 AOVO•I 1 Advut:are International LP 
1/2/2019 No 19169 1116-0 4 kcdakAlarislnc 
12/31/2018 y., 19154 TRAC•W l TracfoneWlreless 
1/31/2019 No 19326 RENT•L 1&5 RentUcomLLC 
Winter Addy No 19000 BACK·A 1 Back Alley Rock Shep 
Winter Addy No 19001JAKL·R lJaklitsc:hRentals 
12/26/2018 No 19112 ALAS·Cl 4Alaseom 
12/31/ 2018 No 19148 LC·R 5 LC'sRentl1 
12/19/2018 No 19089 CHEV•U l Chevron USA Inc 
12/31/2018 y., 19151 DEL·S 1 Del Sol Retail 
7/3/2019 No 19534SECO-C 1 Second City Arts 
12/26/201B No 19111 PLEX•W 1 Plexus Worldwide 
4/26/2019 y., 194.(17 THOM·R S Thomas Rent.JI 
12/31/201B No 19157 AlAG·H 5 300 Otter Road, Skaawav LLC 
1/22/2019 No 19295 ALAS-M2 4 Alaska Marine Li nes 
7/18/2019 y., 19536 AMA2-C lAmazoni:omSeNices,lnc 
2/20/2019 y., 19365 HAP·A 5 HAPAlaska-YukonHousin& 
2/20/2019 Ve, 19366 HAP·A 4 Hap Alaska-Yukon Motorcoach 
12/26/201B y., 19113 KPFF·C 4KPFF,lnc 
1/17/2019 No 19195 NC-MACH 1&4&5 NC Machine~ 
2/20/2019 Ye, 19369 WEST··lO 6 Westmark Inn Skagway Food & 81!'11!,rage 
2/20/2019 v .. 19367 WEST--10 5 Westmark Inn Skaiway Houslnl 
2/20/2019 y., l9368WEST--10 5 Westmark Jnn Skagway Misc 
12/26/2018 Both 19118 PETR- M2 1 P1tl'CI Mwlu SeMCH 
1/8/2019 y., 19204 RAUS-E S Rauscher Enterprises 
12/31/2018 v .. 19146ALLE·M2 3 Allen Marine lours, Inc 
1/28/2019 y., 19276 HORA-C 4 Hor.iro & Co mpo1nv 
12/31/2018 y., 19147 TRUE·A 4 True Alaskan Tours 
1/29/2019 No 19300 9,S·R 5 91/2Spri n&StreetRentals 
7/10/2019 v .. 19540 907-E 4 907Estheth:s 
3/12/2019 No 19395 907.5 4 9075tylists 
12/10/2018 Beth 19031 A FIN-LA 2 A Fine Line Alaskan Gifts 
12/25/2018 No 19115AFIN·l I4F"~ Rt l\ti~ 
12/27/2018 Yo, 19127 AFFO-C 5 Affordable Car Rental 
2/4/2019 Both 19342 KLON-GS 3 Alaska 350 Retail 
2/4/2019 Both 19341 KLON·G4 3 Alaska350Tours 
1/28/2019 No 19281 ALAS·A 1 Alaska ArtWorks 
12/19/2018 No 19095 ALAS-C3 lAlaskaChrlstmasStore 
1/22/2019 Vos 19284 ALAS-E 1&3&5&6AlaskaExcursions 
12/13/2018 y,s 19045 ALAS-14 3 Alaska lcefield E>lpeditions 
12/11/2018 v .. 19036ALAS-L l Alaska Liquor Store 
12/ 26/ 2018 No 19114 ALAS-M9 4 Alaska Marine Trucking 

lowueR J"JRST • LA.ST NAME l•oDRESs !AOORE&S IJHU !«TY 
PO Box3DS140 ......... 
8131Smith'sMil\Rd New Albany 
S007thAve New York 
c/oAlmod 12Eut49thStFl39 New York. 
535 5th Ave 28th Floor New York 
c/o Almod 1212 Ave of Americas 12th Fl N~Yorl:: 
5995 Mayfair Rd 0ept9·83 North Canton 
11760 us Hwv One, Ste 600 North Palm Beach 
11760 US Hwy On1, Ste 600 North PalmBe1ch 
6COCordwainerDrive Norwell 
6200 Sprint Parkway 2STTX Overland Park 

Anthonylindfor, PO Box 2643 Palmer 
Renee Flemina 5029thSI Penrose 
Michael Saylor 310BGoezel Road Per1ciomenvi11e 

P,O Box 1847 Petersburg 
PO Box.1847 Petersbur1 

~t1.t!to1 123Gayst Phili1delphla 
6565 Headquarters Drive, W2-4A Plimo 
P,O Box3222 Port Townsend 
12447 SW 69th Ave Portland 

levlleer&ErinGray 691S N Md<enna Ave Portland 
4950 S USFS Rd 54 Prescott 
4950S U5F5Rd 54 Prescott 
4950S USFSRd 54 Prescott 
4950S USFS Rd54 Pre~ott 
7SW CenterSt Provo 

M dl'Uf'~t' 30Jerrylane Rexbura 
2800 Telecom Pkwy Richardson 
3361nitiative Dr Rochester 
c/oTaxConnexlLC 675Manse11Rd Roswell 
S121SkylineVill,1eLoopSSte220 Salem 

SteveJaklitsch 421DlAbleWay Saleme 
SteveJaklitsch 42101AbleWay Salome 

1010 N St Marv's Street 9th Flcor San Antonio 
lisaCas,;idy 4417CabrilloSt #4 San Francisco 

PO Box 6007 San Ramon 
280 W 10200 S. Ste 300 Sandy 

Paul Harding 6S Washingtonl/:253 Santa Clar, 
9145EPimaCenterParkway Scottsdale 

John Thomas 16801 N 94th St lt20S7 Scottsdale 
c/o Alagnak Holdinas PO BoK 37S7 Seattle 
PO Box2434B Seattle 

JimJackson,Sr Tax Mo1nager PO Box61207 S!!attle 
Attn:MichellePipkin 4S03rdAveW S!!attle 
Attn:MichellePipkin 4503rdAveW Seo1ttle 
1601 Fifth Ave, Ste 1600 Seattle 
PO Box3562 Seattle 
Attn: Mkhelle Pipkin 4503rdAveW Seattle 
Attn:Miche \lePipkln 4S03rdAveW Seattle 
Attn: MichellePipkin 4503rdAveW Seattle 
PO Sox.389 Seward 

Eve Rauscher c/oAccountlngDept 4486 NW Hosman Circle Silverdale 
PO Box.1049 Sitka 
403 Lirocoln St Ste 210 Sitka 
PO . Box 1049 Sith 

CoriGiaCTJmaz:zi P 0 ~8011 712 Skaiiway 
Payton Cork P.o Box598 Skagway 
CandiceArmstrons PO Box864 Skagway 
JeanWendel~V01e l PO Bcx3S1 Skagway 
Cave Vogel PO Box351 Skaawav 

PO 8ox1345 Skagway 
PO Bo11558 Skagway 
PO Box5SB Skaaway 

Janet Mitchell PO Box.904 Skagway 
John Farnan P,O Box727 Skagway 

PO Box.440 Skaawav 
PO Box 198 Skagway 
PO Bmt 199 Skagway 
PO 8011555 Skagway 
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)STATE 
TN 

OH 

NV 

NV 

NV 

NY 

OH 

FL 
FL 
MA 

KS 
AK 
co 
PA 
AK 
AK 
PA 
T)( 

WA 
OR 

OR 

AZ 
AZ 
AZ 

Al 
UT 
IQ 

T)( 

NV 

GA 
OR 

Al 
AZ 
T)( 

CA 

CA 

UT 
CA 
AZ 
Al 
WA 
WA 
WA 
WA 
WA 
WA 
WA 
WA 
WA 
WA 

AK 
WA 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
Al( 

Al( 

AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 

AK 
AK 

ZJPIE.-MAll 
37230 

43054 ta1C@thirty9nt1ifts.com 
10018 navjeet(tllcognlcal.c:om 
10017 ste1.1ed@almod .com 
10017 rahul@mil•nodg.com 
10036 steved@:almod.com 

44720 

33408 125844~i!U·!w:om 
3340B 

02160 ~2).!nt!~•~I,. i!!!:1~111~ 
66251 !:!:i!!W~ll;!i'\lll!!:Jl!t!m!:!$2m 

9964s *"'d'Mzo10t:':fm .. te.."" 
81240 rm~m1hjPJ~offl 
1J07il ll-1.1lek;niS§«?gtMO .Q!oM 

99B33 

99833 

19127 b-(.11 1«6S6§ l!Jl!rlcpm 
75024 

98368 carl.d(W,1ptfl9;;ka.com 
97 223 ~~-«'II I~ §!!:ffl 

9n03 11rayerin@isu edu; 1evi1eer@1mal1 com 
86303 sar,1h@akd9gtour.com 
86303 sarah@akd99tour.com 
86303 sarah@akdoatour.com 
86303 S21rah(!J;akdo9tour.com 
84601 salest•ic@nuskln.com 
83440 andre1sl!iesin1ta~all~lmail.com 
75082 rdalton@1dvotare.com 
14624 

30076 1oido f!et11.11t'6nt11r, £2T 
97306 

85348 steve<184S@yahoo.com 
85348 steve4848@yahoo.com 
78215 

94121 

94583 !Yln@chevron.com 

84070 salestalC@rielsol.com 
95050 tim1r<156@Jlahoo.com 

8525B :!!.ii3!:0Plf ~~~• ~!-Um 
8S260 rtskagway@gmail.com 
98124 corine@Wnden.com 
98124 

98108-1207 J~'l!:c!£1!!r,,.m~S!}m 
98119 mpipkin(&h;agrgup.com 
98119 mplpkin@hasroup.com 

98101 k:r:o)f,rJ ~~ 
98124 

98119 mpipkln@hagroup.CTim 
98119 mpipkin(!hu;roup.com 
9S119 mpipkin@hMroup.com 
9966<1 wendyr@!pttro49.com 

98383 ~u~ftl'l!!g11rU1l.t11m 
99835 sginn@;allt,nm.irine.com 
99835 ap11r,1iulsl,!hor.ino1pprainls.com 
99635 5(inn(!1llenm;utne.com 
99S40 1illithmoon3@gma[l.com 
99S40 payton1w:9rk(!y1hoo.com 
99840 

99840 finellne@apto1laski1.net 
99840 

'9MO. JAA'to""'!bi:Jptb,ii,• 
!l'iS-40 \!Tn1!J!:nb}sO(ly mm 
99840 james@11aska3sixty com 

9984□ ~hnl..:11!?::!§!:' !!"Ima~~ 
99840 jfilman@.ao1.c9m 

'99MO :fdr".'.l'!l!.in!-!!:Wm 
99840 sarah@akd9gtour.com 
99840 akliguo r@apblash.net 

"840 
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EXC.SGY-000597

lDATERC,,O IEIAAll LIC.•11,llP AC.CT• CA TEGORYfBUIINEU 
1/31/2019 '" 19l?OAW-sa 1 Alaska Shoppe 
12/17/2018 '" 19077 SKAG-S12 4AlaskaShoreTours 
1/25/2019 '" 19286 SKAG•N4 4 Alaska Travel Publications 
4/2/2019 '" 19417 ALAS-F6 1 AlaskanFafrytales 
1/24/2019 ,., 19290 ALOE-A 5 Alderworks Alaska LLC 
12/7/ 2018 No 19013 ALPE· P l Alpen1low Photo 
1/29/2019 &oth 19315 AlS-MAIN 4 Als Malnttnan~ & Manqement 
12/3/2018 '" 19007 ALVE•R 5 A.lveskaRealtyA.dvi~rs, Inc 
5/17/2019 Both 19446 A.MER•l 5A.meric;snLe1ion 
6/U/2019 '" 19519 ANOR·P 1 Andrea's Pies & Other Baked Goods 
12/7/2018 No 19004 ANN•I lA.nnalnAlask.1 
4/2/2019 , .. 19409 ANNY·F 1 Annvssa Franks 
4/ 17/ 2019 No 19437 ASIA-K 1 Asia Kn,ads Oou.11h 
1/22/2019 No 19251 ATT•T l&5Al.~WMlt~WlaM.J 
5/16/2019 Both 19490 AUM•S SAumShivamLLC 
1/9/2019 Beth 19210 AURO-B S A.won, loratlll inic 
1/2/2019 '" 19138 AURO-J 2 AuroraJewtlersLLC 
6/14/2019 , .. 19522 AUTU-R lAutumnRos■ Oesigns 
10/15/2018 No 19000 BACl(-A 1 Back Alley Rock Shop 
12/31/2018 y., 19158 BAKE-R2 5 Bakers Rent.ls 
1/3/2019 No 19143 BAR.IHI: 4 Barbarian Repair 
1/23/2019 , .. 19254 BARR:•E 5 BarrettEnttrprisesofAlaslcil 
1/31/2019 No 19321 BBJ-T 4 BBJCleanina 
2/21/2019 '" 19362 BBQ•S 6 BBQSh11tk 
6/25/2019 No 19531 BEAN•C 4 BeanCounti n'BvJules 
12/31/2018 No 19159 BEIE·R S B!!lerlvRental 
1/23/2019 Both 19294 BEYO-S 3 8,vond Sk.agw~ TOUB 
1/7/ 2019 No 19194 BFG-R 5 BFGRental 
12/27/2018 '" 19126 BITE-B 6Biteson8roa,dway 
1/31/2019 No 19323 BOOY·B 4BodyBlissMassage 
12/27/2018 v .. 19129 BOLT-0 4 Bolton Data.Processing 
2/1/2019 No 19330 BOM8-C l&6 Bomb.iyCurry 
12/28/2018 ,., 19135 BOON·R 5 Boon Rental 
4/ 30/2019 No 19475 USA· H 5 Broadway 8uildin1 l.LC 
3/27/ 2019 No 19407 BRUC• T 1BruteThArtist 
1/15/2019 No 19261 CARA-C 4&5BruceWeber 
6/17/2019 Both 19526 BUCK·& l Buckshot&BobbvPlns 
12/10/2018 No 19025 BURN•&S 4 611rnham oll'ld s='"' 
l/31/2019 No 19335 BURN·R 5 Burnham Rentals 
1/24/ 2D19 , .. 19259 BURR·C 3 Burro Cretk LLC 
12/27/2018 Both 19105 BYWA·B " S-rw,tcc tnwnmu-i 
12/17/2018 Both 19062 CO M-H 5 c&ORentals 
12/7/2018 No 19020 #49-M 5 CaposevRentals 
12/11/2018 '" 19D38 CARV-P 5 Carv PropertiesLLC 
5/13/2019 '" 19487 CEOA•M 1 Cedar Moon Care 
1/22/2019 , .. 19333 CHILl(-8 4 ChilkootBuslnessServices 
12/17/2018 '" 19075 CHIL-C3 3 Chilkoot Chuters & Tours 
12/31/2018 No 19145 CHIL-GS 4 Chllkoot Gateway lnsu~nce Agencv 
12/28/2018 No 19107 CHIL•T2 6 Chilkoot Trail Outpost Retail 
4/12/2019 '" 19430 CLEA-R 5 ClearRenta,ls 
4/2/2019 , .. 19416 CLEM·R 5 ClemRental5 
6/14/2019 , .. 19S21 COAS-T 3 Coastline Tours 
6/14/2019 v .. 19520 COLO·N 1 Cold Nose Gifts 
1/22/2019 , .. 19297 CORN-P l Corner Propane 
1/31/2019 No 19329 CORN-S 4 Comer Station 
1/8/2019 '" 1919B CLIF•C 1 Courtenay81rdsanaifford 
4/2/2019 '" 19415 COUR·C 4 Court's Canines 
12/2/2018 '" 19021 COYO· T 1 CovoteandToadsGarden 
3/8/2019 No 19389 cozv.s 5 Cozy Sh.iclcRentals 
12/17/2018 Both 19064 CREEP-C 5 Creeper'sC.istle Rentals 
1/29/2019 , .. 19314 O&A-E 4 D&A Enterprises 
6/24/2019 y., 19529 OANC·W 40anceWithMary 
5/10/2019 No 19485 BRUC·D 5 Dansby Rentals 
4/2S/2019 Both 194S9 DIAM·B 2 Diamonds8yPrincess 
4/1/2019 No 19408 OIRT•G 4 Dirty Girls Gardening 
4/30/2019 ,., 19474 DOLA·C2 1&4 Doland Construction 
1/28/2019 v .. 19277 OOTT-D 5 Dottie DemarkR,nta ls 
12/24/2018 No 19104 DOUG-H 5 Doug Hulk Rentals 
4/ 5/2019 , .. 19421 OUE•N 1 Due North 

jow ER FtMT&.-l.AS1'N.AMe jAOORES.S IAOORE55 UHE l lC11Y 
f lmWhhl: ?O 801tBOB s.,lt.lWlll'f' 
Drew Fortner P,O Box995 Skasway 

P,O Box49B Skagway 
Btlllden, P.O Box 1061 Ska11way 

Pa Box99B Ska11way 
MichaelKlensch PO Box 1076 Skagway 

PO 8011:593 SblJWiJV 
David Brena P,O 8011.377 Skagwav 

PO Box28S Skaaway 
And1t1.R1niH P,O Bo1t536 Skagway 
A,on.1h't1bol, P,O, Be1t895 Skagway 

PO Bo1t247 Skagway 
AWO'Oi1C'11•I PO Boll.1297 Skaiway 

PO Bo1t41 slcaiwav 
HemantMotlani P.O.Boxl74 Skasway 
JudvMallcrv PO , Box154 Skagway 

P,O Box134 Skagway 
AutumnRosebimv PO . BoxllO Skagway 
SteveJaklltsch PO Box48 Skagwav 
Jessie Baker PO Bo11988 Skagway 
RobertPl!fdue PO Box1275 staawav 
Ross Barrett PO Box62 SkagwilV 
Mula Belisle PO Box56 SkaiWav 
Bob Gibson P O, Box620 Skagway 
JulieneMiles Pa Bcx946 Skairwav 
And rl!!w Btierly PO, Boxl64 Skagway 
B!!cky McGill P O, Box1237 Skagway 
Bill Barter PO Box83 Skagwav 

P O. Bo,c 1345 Skagway 
BrittnevThomas PO, Bcx239 Skagway 

PO, Bo,r:828 Skagway 
PO 8o1t8 Skagwav 

Matt& ShellyO'Bovle PO 8ox99l Skagwav 
lisaHollander PO 8o1t714 sltaawav 
Bruce Dansby PO, Box 5 Skagway 

P O. Box59 Skagway 
PO Box708 Skagwav 

Jay Burnham PO Box653 5kaHwav 
Albert Burnham PO Box342 Ska11wav 

PO 8011271 Skagway 
Marlcla~n P O 8011.936 Skagway 
Colette Hi!>man PD Box364 Skagwav 
DeniseCaposev PO Bcx63 Ska&Wav 

P,0 . 8011.444 Skagway 
Cilndk::e Kalb PO Box437 Skagway 
KathvP/erce PO Sox1336 Skagway 
St~Gould PO Boxl336 Ska,w.iy 

PO Box456 Skaaway 
l(athv&Fred Hosford PO Sok 2B6 Skagway 
Alannalaw~n PO Bcx403 Skaiway 
8illiClem P,O Boxl061 Skagwav 
SeanRelnick P.O Box 1258 Skaliwav 
Tom & Averill Harp P,O Box575 Ska11wav 
JlmHiuins PD 8011. 291 5k.igway 
MattSmlth P,0 801t688 Skagway 

P.O 8ox833 Sk.aaway 
CourtnavThoe PO Box533 Skagway 
Tiffany Metz Pa 8ox711 Ska&Wav 
WendvVita P.O Bex 142 Skagway 
JoAnneWorlev Po Bex 296 Skaa:way 
Andrew Miller Po Box 211 Skagway 
Milry Thole PO Box218 Skagwav 
Bruce Dansbv PO BoxS Skagway 
HareshMirpuri PO Box651 Skagway 

PO Box782 Skagway 
Charles Doland PO Box455 Ska11way 

PO Box4 Slca,11way 
PO Box 334 Skagway 

Manuel& lauraR01e~ PO Box 183 Ska!(WaV 
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AK 
AK 
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AK 
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AK 

AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 

AK 
AK 
AK 

AK 
AK 
AK 

ZlPlE-1.••· 
9914,0 ,1-~~:m!ll!!'!J:m!!'ll.S2!!J 
99840 ~~tt:~•~•ts!!i!M.!i!!IJ 
99B40 ~IHA1 ~~5!ilm 
99840 madameseitfir!l!!!hotmail.com 
9984D pl6,rwo 1-1ta-t.lla«>a=a ll_g;"'fl 
99840 

99840 shp;way5@pmai1.com 
99840 dbn!!naS(!gmail.com 
99840 timc@petro49.com 

99540 31'1!:!''tll!:!S!Jmi:l~!Ila!J U.!:11'1 
99840 annaalaska@gmail.cem 
99840 ,1i~~ln•1n 1:c!:te:[.lhco,cc,n 
99840 
99840 

99B40 lilrrymoti.1ni(8)9mail.com 
99840 akmi1ezero@HhDo.com 
99B40 asltl!lr11~1l!r;l!!,a!!!i: 
99840 autumnlet~Hhfr!}@gmail.com 
99840 steve484§@yJhoo.com 

99840 l l~~l!•tl!!,:it:!!22 Be 
99840 

99840 ~•mnJ:l!Jm!!"2!D 
99840 mjbbonbon@gmall.com 
99840 bbgshacks@yahoc.r:cm 
99840 
99840 

99840 11!1.f~~nch~~!l:S:E?l 
99840 
99840 sbolton@aptalaska.net 
99840 bodybliss8@gmail.com 
99840 sbolton{illilQttlaska.net 
99840 

99840 me~2l:,!!12!!;~m 
99840 
99840 bodansby@hotmail.com 
99840 

99840 buckshot.krl1:!ine@gmail com 
99840 
99840 

99840 li~~sunH:Jaccountins.org 

99840 f!:! l~:!!:.,JU~~ 
ffl<O afl1Tl:...ai11-1!!!9)Nllffffi 
99840 

99840 ~!~~:e&1i1!S!t:C!:b!1:~ !iClffl 
l't&tO CiMJd<N --lb!IJl!llsw, 
~ -A'rvi~it-!ftttg~•l ~ rn 
99840 -'"~:!:iai:~t~!I!: 
99840 §! s:th-!!!l:IC:!?mt:i,. l~!J:!:::tt am 
99840 
99840 a.lawson@skasway.org 

99840 rrul~!N!R!IU1•!:~~~:i:!II 
99B40 r,,111lbe- rru,n.f!1r,ui.t (:8f'I 
99840 tat!!!ii!ll!l:RK,i!n•,f"'; tam 
99840 ja~J:,~f~ ll!~ 
99840 o,merJkag(!y;ahoo.eom 
99840 cblrdsallc(llhptmail.com 
99840 !..!:U!l!!!i!,~ ~m 
99840 ynaffitm,ut8)gm.iil.com 

99840 1!:1?~•2:H~~ 
99&40 jo;anneworley461!l!small.com 
99&40 amiller7@hotmall.com 
99840 ml!}tholemtl!gmail.eom 
99840 bodansby@hotmall.com 
99840 h11reshl!!E!rlncessjewelers.c!i!m 

99a40 ~ rtt1,!!U;a!!!J11::vnH :mm 
99840 !!!!!~n~r'="lt!~t.,.!1:!ta mil 
99840 d:lemar~@msn.com 
99840 

99840 Mn~tt~tn !W!!~~m 
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EXC.SGY-000598

(DATERCYD 1£W<n. uc.•JMlPAcC1'• CATEGORYJauSl:ND& 
>/ll>Olt y., 19381 DUFF·B 1 DutfdKUOIJrinvCWir.us 
5/28/2019 No 19502 TRU·M 4 Dyea Chi lie.cot Tn1il Transptnt 
1/2/2019 Beth 19162 OVEA·D 3 DyeaOaveTcurs 
4/25/2019 Beth 19.1157 EDEN•J 2EdenJewelers 
S/22/2019 Both 19494 EFFY·J 2 EffyJewelets 
4/17/2019 Y,s 19434 ELEC·T 3 Electric Tow~ 
2/28/2019 y., 19377ELEM•O J &mcntJ.9' Atalh 1'0Yl"I 
1/17/2019 No 19262 EMER·L 3 Emerald1.alc.eTcurs 
12/19/2018 No 19085 EMH·R S EMHRentals 
2/26/2019 Yos 19373 EMPI-J 2EmpireJewelcrs 
1/29/2019 No 19309 ETC 4 ETC Sewln& and Alterations 
12/13/2018 y., 19044 EXCU•T 4 E1tcursionsT0day 
1/15/2019 YU 19229 FAIR-M lFairw~Market 
12/11/2018 Both 19034 FAMI-F 4 FamllyFuelllC 
1/17/2019 No 19236 FARN-J2 5 Fc1rnan Rental 
4/1S/2019 Yu 19439 FIRS-P SFir5tPrubyterianChurch 
1/4/2019 Yu 19179 FISK·F lFislmits&Fibers 
2/13/2019 No 19357 FOE-#" l FOE#2S LadlesAu1tilary 
5/30/2019 Both 19500 FOXF-C l FcxfaeClay 
2/11/2019 No 193SS OERA-F2 S Frank Deramo Rentals 
4/5/2019 y,. 19411 EAG1.•lf 6 Fratema! Order of Ea81e5 #25 
1/31/2019 Both 19324 FRON-E 1&3 FrontierE1tcursions&Advl!ntures 
1/28/2019 YH 19275 GARD-Cl 1&3&.11&6 Garden City Enterprises 
4/23/2019 No 19449 GARL-R S GilrlandRental 
1/10/2019 Yu 19215 GEOR-A 4 Geor1e'sAut0Repair 
5/3/2019 Y.s 19472 SMIT-G 4 Gillian Smith 
2/26/2019 Y,s 19375 GLAC-C 6 Glacial Coffeehouse 
1/14/2019 YH 19223 HOOL-N 1 Gl1d11I Naturals 
3/18/2019 No 19397 GLAS-W 4 Glass Wipe 
1/31/2019 No 19334 GODB-R S Godbey Rentals 
S/1/2019 Beth 19.1170 GOLD·D2 l&E. Gold O{cpr.llm1.1u,an,l 
12/1.11/2018 No 19050 GOLO-R3 3 Geld Rush Deg Tours 
2/4/2019 Y,s 19338 GOLD-R2 41Go.idiuV'!l'~nt 
5/10/2019 Both 19419 GOLO-T 4 Golden Touch Ma~aae 
1/7/2019 Y,s 19189 GONE-F 1&4 Gene Fish\n Electri~ 
3/8/2019 No 19387 GGRG-G 1& s Granny's Gallery 
1/2/2019 No 19140GRIF-S 1&4 Griffard Services 
3/8/2019 Yu 19384 BROA-V l Grizzly1sBroadwayVid1!0and RadioShack 
1/29/2019 No 19310 GRUB-A 5 Grubstake Apartments 
12/5/ 2018 Y,s 19009 HANS-R s Hilnsen'sRental 
l / lB/2019 Y,s 19239 HAN5-G2 4 Hansen General Contractina; 
12/19/201& No 19097 HAPP-E 6 Happy Endings Saloon 
12/19/2018 No 19060 HEAL-C 4 Healy Construction 
7/11/2019 Y,s 19539 HEAR·O 1 Heart of Broadway 
12/19/201B y,s 19058 MEGE-C .II Heger Construction 
7/31/2019 No 1954B HERN-C S Hern-Clipper 
4/10/2019 ,., 19424 MIGH-R 5 Hi1hlanderRentals 
1/ 23/2019 Both 192S3 HISM-R S Hisman Rentals 
5/7/2019 y., 19483 HIST-S 4&5&6 Historle 51c.a11wav Inn 
1/8/2019 Yu 19202 HITE-R S Hites Rentals 
12/26/2018 Yu 19120 HOME-C 4 Home Connection 
12/18/2018 "' 19082 HOOV·E S Hoove rs Rentals 
12/26/2018 Y,s 19116 HUNZ-& 4 Hunz&M unz Enterprises 
1/2/2019 No 19161 INHO·C l lnhofe's Cilrvers Gallery 
1/7/2019 No 19197 INSl-?3 l lnsidePassa1eArts 
4/17/2019 YU 19444 INSP-A llnspiredArts 
4/29/2019 Both 19462 INSP·R 3&5 lnspitedRides 
4/17/2019 Yu 19442 J0 CAL 1 JCal Oesi&n 
10/15/2018 No 19001 JAKL-R SJaklitschRentals 
12/10/2018 No 19026 JAY·6 5JayBurnho1m Rentals 
1/ 8/2019 Yu 19205 JEWE·R SJewell RenUls 
5/7/2019 No 19480 JEWE·l 2Jewelryland 
12/14/2018 No 19053JL-RENT 5JLR~ntals 
1/4/2019 Yu l9180JOIN-E .II JolnerEnaineeringllC 
3/12/2019 No 19394 907-N 4 JustOoVcu Bl!autySalon 
12/2B/2018 No 19136 JUST•C 4 Justin's Construction 
3/18/2019 No 19398 KATE-R .II Kate 'sR1i1IClean 
12/19/2018 No 19091 IORM·J 1 KlrmsesAntiques 
12/13/2018 Yu 19042 KLON-B 1 Klondike Brewing 

!OWNER F1RST &. LAST ~ME J1ooDRUS I• DORE.sS UNE 1 fcmv 
, .0 . 601"21.I n.,pr.\11 

Ann Moore PO Belt 313 Skagway 
Dave McClelland PO Bc1t 11D4 Skagway 
5unrlldnani PO Bolt 664 Slc.agway 

PO , Bo1t854 Ska,;way 
RalphGorichanaz PO Box21 Skagway 
Ma1Jewell PO Box262 Skagway 
Crai1Weidner PO. Bo1t324 Skasway 
Eileen Henry P,O, Box279 Skaaway 

P,0 BD1t655 Skasway 
Jean Werley P.O Box296 Skasway 

PO, B01t19B Ska1way 
PO, Box355 Slc.aaway 

Leri Bevil! PO Box67S Sl:aliWaY 
JchnFarnan PD Bcx727 Skagway 

PO B01t513 Skagway 
Linda Van Houten PO B01t29S Skc1gway 

P O. Box257 Skagway 
Hannah Chandler P~O Bell 1126 Skagway 

PO Box568 Skapay 
PO Bc1tl&l Skagway 
P 0 , Bolt.1137 Skagway 
PO Bo1t535 Skagway 

John Garland PO Bc1t228 Skagway 
Geora;eO'Amico PO, Box828 Slc.aa;wav 

PO Box 903 Skagway 
Sh!!ll'fO'Boyle PO Box991 Skagway 
A.nnemarieHuskamp PO 8o1t1l Skagway 
N!!alKlug PO, Box1225 Skagway 
Will Godbey PO Box 1101 Skagway 
ArleneDiente PO Box1105 Skagway 

PO Bo1t19B Skagway 
PO Box215 Slc.aswav 

Claire Giordano P0. 8ovS61 skaawav 
Dan Lena;storf PO. Box 1147 Skagway 
BetsyAlbeckl!r PO Box274 Skaaway 
Denna Griffard PO Box73.II Skasway 

PO Box211 Skasway 
Jean Worley PO Box296 Skagway 
Mary Hansen PO Bo1tl255 Skagway 
Orion Hanson PO BoxlOll Sl::agway 
Beth Smith PO Bo1t280 Skagway 
Milc.eHealy P O. Bcx946 Ska&WaY 
lndreshChawla P,O B01t40 Skagway 
Gary Heger P.O. Box 146 Slc.agway 
IClondikelours PO Bo1tl06 Skagway 

POBoxl79 Skagway 
Gary Hisman PO Box312 Skaawav 
KarlKlupar Po Box 500 Skagway 
Gayla Hites PO Bcx400 Skagway 

PO Box.1139 Skagway 
Carl Hoover PO Box304 Skagway 

P,O Box 185 Ska11way 
Jacklnhofe PO Box301 Skagway 
TerryWit1iams P.O BcxllS SkagwilV 
RalphGorithanu Po Box21 Skaa;way 
Chris Paulson PO Bclt.565 Sk.agway 
Jessica Callies PO BcxSOl SkaiYJay 
SteveJaklitsch PO Bolt.48 Slc.aiWaY 

PO Box653 Skagway 
JlmJewell PO Box514 SkaJWav 

PO Bcx917 51::agway 
Jaimie Lawson ?O Bcx1347 Skagway 
William Joiner PO Box29S SkaiWay 
Jennifer Braxton ?O Boxl264 Skaa;way 
JustinColll!y ?O Box691 Skagway 
KathrynK\ug PO Box1225 Skagway 
Jim Hamilton PO Box314 Skaiwav 

PO 8ox198 Skagway 
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AK 

AK 
AK 
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AK 

AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 

AK 

AK 

AK 

AK 
AK 
AK 

ZIP)E-Mall 

99840 ?5!f!:c:m?@ i;gm 
99840 
99B40 fwasmer@aptalaslc.o1.net 

998.110 ~ •"kl:r::st!mJ!:ll!!lt~ 
99B40 _.n!l'lo~l!~~...,.,~..tl)m 
99640 misst in1t~rl!!1mail.c0m 
99B40 • l! ~ i~••b~ ~!52?1 
99B40 
99840 sfcala5ka@hotmail.com 

99B40 !!~lrtJ~!s:tl:!!:!:11:!!!i!J!;SH! 
99840 
99840 s.arah@akdogtour.com 
99840 sadfish88f!gmail.com 
99840 l•ml!:a'.!ue1@hotm1il.com 
99840 jfarnan@fol.com 

99840 •!2:t!t-!S!:!l!SJ:!!J:mit !121ffl 
99840 fisknits@gmail.ain, 
99840 

99840 hanlcathyc@smail.com 
99840 

99840 "fls d¥M1!!5:~!2il:m 
99840 frcntlerl!xcursions09@gm•il.tQm 
99840 bookk1!eeer@jewellg:ardens.com 
998.110 

99840 1bc.l~i! aa1u!!!!! ~!l~ r amd15rn 
99840 , ,1 ~ rif\~ft)i~t!!!:• •IS!i;ffl 
99840 1latiakoffuh2;use@J£1hoo.c2m 
99840 elacialn1tu!1ljJ!;hctmail.tom 
998.110 
99B40 

99B40 !!!tn& !:l!!ln1112l:!!!9:i·m!?I 
99840 

99640 l!l!i!~.M~!2;51:!g2Q!D 
99840 danoclud@icloud.com 
99840 a,.il!:,MlndM~l ~ ll o,,,. 
99840 

99840 ~ " "•£!ilf,11d!: l"";t:1l '2!!:I 
99840 kracctg@gm<1il.com 
99840 

99840 1'M.p1:e:~~:.~!'n 
99840 orionhanu,n(!'!gmal1.com 
99840 5k1gpi1!@Dyahc9.com 
99840 mlke!!l!ska&!!:'.a~brewina;.ccm 
99840 skas;wj!~jewel!Y@smail.com 
998.110 heal!rbillbcicl!!gmail.ccm 
99840 

99840 t:1:-,~r:~251~!!!~ 
99840 hismana1!!1pt1laska.net 
99840 bockkeep5:rl!l~nch-kl!nned~.c2m 

99B40 ma!JITtl@l!!t!!:l!tl!: r!;;!a!~ 
99B40 hunzent(ll)aptillaska.net 

tstr.40 o~rl~!EJ:~ 1' tt:!J 
t;1;:0 ";m;r .. ,.e,.pu1.Hu.Jt,,i 
99840 

99840 
99840 misstinacyr@smail.com 
99840 chri5.pau1Eon~inspiredrides.,2rn 
tili8-:C " d~ lgf'\Jllihg~1;52m 
99B.110 steve484B@l?y1hoc .com 
99840 

99840 jimpjewe:ll@gmail.corn 
99840 !!Yan]§6@aol.com 

~ 1~"l?t:'f:Cn;t!sm.:lfflrn 
998.IIO bjcln,rl!ccl.nl!t 
998.110 j2jbraxton@y•hoo.com 
998.110 
99840 
99B40 
99B40 sar,1h@alc.d9s;tour.com 
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EXC.SGY-000599

(DltT£RCVD !...,. .. lJe.. sjMtP ACCT• CATmOllYjB_USINE.88 

W3/IDU .... 19006 KLON-D 1&5 Klond\keOoushboy 
12/26/2018 y., 19121 KLON•F lKlondilteFuels 
2/21/2019 y., 19363 KLON·GB l Klondike General Store 
4/10/2019 Both 19423 KLON-G7 ) X:londli..t.Gol$,tLM.r.web. 
12/13/2018 y., 19043 KLON·IC2 l JOortd~ IC't1lle Wetftl. 
4/2/2019 y., 1S418 KLON· T 3 Klondike lours 
1/29/2019 y., 19313 SOAP-S1 1 XlondilteVendina 
3/8/2019 y., 19382 KLOT•R 1 KlothesRush 
7/19/2019 No 19537 LEAVE 1 KneadyGirl 
12/6/2018 No 19012 KNOR·R 5 Knorthern Rental 
12/4/2018 No 19023 KOLL·R 5 Kollasch Rentals 
3/8/2019 y., 19383 ICONE•IC 1 KonelCompany 
1/ 11/2019 No 19186 KORS·R S Korsmo Rentals 
1/14/2019 y., 19220 KUNG-F2 S Kuni Fu Rentals 
1/31/2019 No 19319 L&K·R Sl&KRentals 
1/16/2019 y., 19233 LAUG·R 1 Lau1hin1Ra11enCoffeeCo 
2/20/2019 Both 19360 PINE-C 1 LazyDaisyFarm,LLC 
12/7/2018 '" 19014 LEE-RE SL1!1!RenUils 
6/20/2019 Yu 19525 LIFE-A 4 UfeAlaska 
1/29/2019 No 19299Ull-M 1 LilltthMoon 
4/18/2019 y., 19435 LIND·C 1 Linda Cha~ G1Ms OriaJnals 
1/30/2019 Yu 19268 LITT·B 4 Littll!Buck•A•Roo Daycarl! 
1/22/2019 No 19252 LITT•C 4 LittleChl!rUbsOaycare 
1/18/2019 Both 19249 LITT•O 4 LittleOfpperslearnln1Center 
6/7/2019 No 19511 LITT·E 1 Little Elle Crafts 
12/17/2018 Both 19063 LITT·S 1&4&5 Little Shop of Hai~ 
1/29/2019 Yu 19267 LMM•P 1 LMM Photography 
4/2S/2019 No 19458 LOCA.·H 3loca1Han1outsUC 
1/31/2019 No 19271 NATH•M 2loca1Jewehtr 
3/7/2019 No 19392 LONG·S 4 & 5 long Rentals, Storage & Disposal 
12/10/201B Both 19052 LUCC·S 1&5 Lucchetti Studios 
7/23/2019 Both 19543 LUXU-0 3 Lu1eurvDrumExcursions,LLC 
5/7/2019 No 19481 LUXU-J 2Lu1euryJewelers 
S/7/2019 Yu 19484 LYNC•&. 1 Lynch & Ktnnedy- Ory Goods 
1/25/2019 y., 19289 LVNN·C2 4 LynnCan•I Publishln& 
1/15/2019 No 19227 M&M·T 3 M&M Tour Sales, Inc 
3/27/2019 y., 19405 MAGN-R SMaa;ncllaRentals 
2/4/2019 y., 19339MAGP lMaa;ple 
1/28/2019 No 19298 MAIO-A lit,,1,!dcnAlnaHN'b•" 
1/4/2019 No 19184 MARG-P 4 Mara:le 's Phvsic.lll Therapy S.rvices 
1/2/2019 Y,s 19141 MA.RK-M 4 Mark MaUI Construction 
1/31/2019 No 19320 MARL·V 4 Marla's Vacuum Service 
1/8/2019 y,. 19206 MARL·A S Marlene'sAent.llls 
7/5/2019 No 19533 MCKN·R S McKnlahtAentals 
3/22/2019 Beth 19402 SKAG·B 6 MeKICo 
1/29/2019 y., 19311 MION·S 3Micln la:htSunEll.cu rsions 
1/16/2019 No 19232 MIGH-M 4MilhtyMunchkinsDayc.ire 
1/2/2019 y,. 19166 MINE·S 4 Mineral Services 
6/5/2019 No 19507 MISS-0 4Missicn0bjective 
1/30/2019 No 19274 MO-S 4MoStvle 
5/6/2019 Both 19477 MONS·T S Mom'sllnyHousl! 
12/13/201B No 19048 MORA·R S McranRent11I 
12/3/2011! No 19005 MRP-R 4Mr. P'sR•p.llir 
4/30/2019 Both 19'166MS--A 1M5Art 
12/20/2018 No 19061 MULL·R SMul1Rental 
1/30/2019 No 19318 MULV·I 5Muh'ltl-.ilnd~ 
1/23/2019 No 19291 NA.TU·C 1 NatureCrl!ations 
12/5/2018 Both 19024 TRIP•A 3 Nev1rMond.iyChartersLLC 
4/17/2019 Yu 19443 NICO--K 1 Nicole ICcvacsArt 
4/1/2019 Both 19413 NORT-H SP'oMttoocfRaM.1!1 
5/17/2019 No 19492 NORT-L 6 Northern Llthts Plueria 
1/4/2019 y,. 19178 NORT·P2 ti North1rnhlbllctiul1.hSo1u~ 
1/22/2019 y,. 19285 NORT·C 4 Ncrthpoint Construction 
12/20/201B y., 19101NW•W 5 NWWarnerRentals 
1/8/2019 Yu 19201 OCEA·R l Otor,, IUit Altib UC 
12/17/201B Yu 19073 OFF-V 4 Off'Ya~, lte~~ flJ:P't, UC 
6/7/2019 Beth 195170MNI-J 20mniJewelers 
12/17/2018 Yu 19065 PARN 3&4 Pacific and Arctic RailwiiV .ind Navigation Com~ny 
4/29/2019 No 19464 PACK·E 1&3PackerExpeditions 

fowNeA. FlftST .. LA.al NA.ME jAOORESS JAOOAUS like l 
l:1d'Qrd. t lliatl C\wtctlt P,O Box 156 

P.O, Box439 
Bob Gibson PO Box620 
Mohamed Elemilm Pa Box 1103 

PO Box198 
Billi Clem P 0 Box 1061 
Andrew Miner P0. 8o1t60S 

P,O, Box211 
HaylieWhitilker PO Box814 
Deborah Knorr PO Box122 
Gre1BKollasch PO Box36 

PO Box211 
Joanne Korsmo P 0 , Box24S 
Josh Hunter PO Boltil 
Larry Jacquot PO Box282 
Sean Layton P.O Box1023 
Chris Ellis PO BoK195 
Muda&JohnBl!rry PO 80J1.453 
Evelyn Helmer PO BoK57 
Cori Giacomazzi PO Boll. 712 

PO BoK256 
Becl.yJensen PO BoK441 
Linda Calver PO BoK45B 

P,O B01e419 
LybbieBrown p O BoK47'1 
NatalleHealy PO 8ox473 
Lisa Mandeville PO Box12 
Jaml!s Valentine PO 8011.143 
MuratOzuzun PO 8011.1264 
Heidi long PO BoK1123 
Peter Lucchetti PO Bolt642 
Amanda Wurst PO Boll.SS4 

PO Boll.917 
ic.tt.:lt,p11r PO B011.438 

PO Bc1e49B 

P,O. B01e1D27 
WillekevandenHocrn PO Box25B 
Kim Burnham PO BcJC 1156 
EmllyWlllis PO Bcll.49 
Margie Ackerman PO Bcll.302 

P_O. Box275 

O.irre n Belisle PO. Bo1eS6 
Reed McCluskey PO BoK 713 
ShaunMcKniaht PO, BoJC695 

PO. BoK946 
RaymieEatough PO. BoK956 
Mckenzie Ackerman PO BoJC147 

PO BoxS19 

PO Bolt1068 
Morgan Nelson PO 801e962 
KathrynKohlh.iusen PO BoK1343 
GladysMcran PO BoK34 
Wayne Perry PO.Boll.15 
MarivaSilcocks P.O. Box661 
JeffMull PO 801160 
Ci1rlMulvihiU PO Box252 
ShirleyMltchell PO BcK589 
Ken Gress PO Box906 

PO BoK 1046 
Abby Kramer PO Boll.638 
NickMano!akakis PO BoxSB4 
Linda Van Houten PO Bolt295 

PO BcK440 
Stuart Warner P,0~ BcK 411 

PO BoK966 
NlccleGocdman PO B01el066 
lndreshChaw!a PO 8cJt40 

PO Bolt435 
TimBcurcv PO Bolt601 
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!crrv jsTA.TE .. _., 
AK 

SkaiVJay AK 
Skagway AK 
Sk.agwily AK 
Skili'NIIV AK 
Sl:ilgway AK 
Ska&WiJV AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skasway AK 
Skagway AK 
SkaiWaV AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagwa',' AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Ska,way AK 
Sl.agway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Ska11way AK 
Sk.agway AK 
ShiW~ AK 
Skagway AK 
Sk.agway AK 
Sl.agway AK 
Skagway AK 
Sk.igway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skatwav AK 
Skagway AK 
Ska11wav AK 
Ska11way AK 
Skagway AK 
5ka11WaY AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skaaw.iy AK 
Ska11wav AK 
Skagwo1y AK 

Ska11way AK 
SkaiYJay AK 
Skagway AK 
Sk.agway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Ska1way AK 
Skagway AK 
Slcagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skagway AK 
Skaaway AK 
Skagway AK 
Ska11way AK 
Ska11way AK 
Sk.agwav AK 
Skagway AK 
Sl.agway AK 

ZIP)!~ 
99840 ~~l~51gioi~ff\),1 fM!'I 

9984D ~fl' $1"1 l!lt!J!\:!hs!!c..I 
99B40 ~11!1:P~t:1!:l•!-iocmm 
99840 lnfo@ksrls:wr;:ls.com 
99840 sari11h~i1k.d01tour.com 

99840 ~!!E!11Ql1fitz:P~1m•ll mm 
99840 amiller7~hD!!!!i1\1.com 
99840 krai:ct1~gmall .com 
99B40 

99840 

99840 

99840 kracct1@1m.llil.com 
99840 
99840 Jhunter81@hctm.lli1.com 
99840 mjbbonbon@>gmail.com 

99840 1aughin1r1v•nr0astl!r@1mail.com 
99840 lazdazfarm'-!11m1il.com 
99840 mcberry4§@yahoo .com 

99&40 1!219-!!f:~l tn ,.,. 
99840 lillithmoon3@cmail.com 
99840 is1ands258@yahoo.com 

99840 bjensen@we~r.com 

'1!40 •~e!!!dl!!!SUm.&li-g 
99840 llttledieeersbilllns1!!!11mall.com 
99840 

99840 ~Cl2;Z!J;J!!!c!:1!J:!!!,c:om 
99840 1fflffl;h0Jm•2!n::?\~;tl!!!t.~ 
99840 

99840 

998-40 

99840 12etelucch!!li@hotma~.com 

99840 ~!~rr1.,,..,..,ua1t.~n"'S!i!!!! 
991!.40 alyan786~.llol.com 

99B40 becllH&5:~"T!dh t!!!lmC0!'.9 
99.a..a l!!ll:gg ,.\~.(l!offt 
99840 

9984D 11 !!!r;~ ~!!!S1""'"~~tm.ail.~ 
99840 magpieetc@icloud.com 
99840 

99840 

99840 tt!:l!i~.c!!!•i!~la.ne.t 
fl EAD mlb?:9citcd!E'"!9 (pm 
99B40 sbolton~aetalaska.net 
99B40 

99840 •~flutl!:2!:fC!m~l-,1 5:§!"'t 

99840 mldnl(btsun!:l(~!,!rsions~1mail.~2m 
99840 
99840 msi.ikl!f:~[ali!;ika.net 
99840 
99840 

99B40 kandy7B73@gmail.com 
99B40 

99840 

99840 mo!: 11:---s::a:-ai!:?!:i2 SSII! 
99840 JeFfmu1161f!!gmai1.com 

99840 rnut,,w;m• •21~ ~---"II 
99B40 l!?lll'l lt1n:"'1t,h•U1!1:!:!:!:!!! Sli'.! !!I 
99840 famcapJker,@gmail.com 
99840 kovacsnh:ol•@small.com 

99840 ~l!:!t[ot;rffl,,l!~l fflll I mfl'I 

99840 
99840 nehlvhl!sma\l.tom 
99840 admin@alask.alt.com 

ffl40 9 1tM"h:e"4u-. ~ t 
99840 a i !:Ol'l!!QahJ!:!"l m!!J 55!!!! 
9984D :f:!?£s!1ill?; t!•~lh!ll',;!-l!!.!!!s:gm 

~ •~ ~,:-w5:IO(El£m!lf;&;!l3 
99840 targe11bri11ht@wpyr.com 
99840 
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EXC.SGY-000600

!DATEllCVO lE1'AIL UC. 1jWiP "CCT I CATEGDFlYj8tS!!ilME$$ 

5/2C/'2D1.rJ No 19498 PEPl-8 1 h11it• k rrKh• 
3/1/2019 Vos 19371 PERR·□ 4 Perry's One Stop Shop 
3/22/2019 v .. 19404 SOUT•C 1 Ph0t0Connection 
5/28/2019 No 19505 PIKE·A 5 Pike's Rental 
1/31/2019 Both 19322 POAT-C 1 Port of Call Inc 
12/12/2018 Both 19040 SMIT-L S Portland Mouse 
4/26/2019 No 19460 PREC· K l Precio\lS Kollections 
1/4/2019 v .. 19183 PURE· C 4 Pure Conne~tion 
5/9/2019 No 19482 QUEE·J 2QueenJewelers 
5/14/2019 Both 19488 R&R·C 1&4 R&R Crutlons A-Chore-Servite 
4/29/2019 v .. 19473JEWE·C 5 RainforestRentalsLLC 
3/8/2019 y., 19385 RAV-R S Ray Rentals 
1/31/ 2019 Yn 19ZnRCL-R S RCLRentals 
1/24/2019 Ytt 19257 RE0·03 6 Red Onion Food & Beveraie 
1/24/2019 Yu 19256 RE0· 02 S Red Onion Hirtorit Buildin1 
1/24/2019 Yu 19258 RED-04 3 RedOnionlours&Consultina 
4/15/2019 No 19440 REO-T 4 Red To The Resi:ue 
4/5/2019 Both 19412 REOY•W 4 REOyWorks 
2/8/2019 Beth 19354 REIG-E 4 ReialeEnterprises 
12/11/2018 Both 19028 REU•T 1 & 4 Reliable Tire Repair & Oil Chan1e 
1/9/2019 Bolh 19188 REME-5 1 Remedy Sh oppe 
12/11/2018 Yu 19037 RICH-J 1 RichtersJewelry&Curio lnt 
8/2/2019 Yn 19545 RIVE-5 4 Riverside Stables, LLC 
7/8/2019 Y,s 19541ROMH 4 Romisch Enterprises 
4/11/2019 v .. 19425 ROSE.Cl 4 Roseberry CPR 
1/23/2019 No 19264 RUFU-R 5 Rufus'Rentals 
1/8/2019 Y,s 19199 SADF· R S Sadfish Rentals 
1/14/ 2019 No 19218 KEll•l 5Salree,1nc 
6/20/2019 Both 19527SCl-41•C 1 SchindlarCarvings 
6/20/2019 Both 19528SCHl•R SSi:hindlerRentals 
2/4/2019 No 19340 5ERV-U 4 ServicHUnlimited 
1/3/2019 Yn 19142 SHER·R SSheryl'sRental 
1/29/2019 No 19273 SKAG-A3 4 Skagway Auto 
1/25/2019 Y,s 19287 SKAG·N2 l Sbfwav Book Co 
1/ 2S/2019 Vos 192S8 SKA.G-N2 S Skapay Book Co NPS l ease 
12/14/2018 Both 19051 SKA.G-83 6Ska1JWay8rewlngCo 
1/4/2019 No 19181 SKAG·CH 4 Skagway Chamber of Commerce 
12/14/2018 Yn 19432 SKA.G-C2 5 Skaawav Commerdal Company 
4/29/2019 Both 19463 SKAG-D2 3 s~arway Day Trips 
4/30/2019 Both 19465 SkAG-03 6 Skaaw~ Deli1h ts 
12/19/2018 No 19086 SICAG-0 4 Skagway O~lopment Company 
12/18/2018 Yu 19083 BP-It 6 Skagw1tVElkslod1e#431 
4/8/2019 Yo, 19422 SkAG·E3 1 Sko,away Emblem Club ltlll 
3/5/2019 No 19390 SKAG·E2 S- Sl>,aw..., W.rp,l'M"i i.,non 
5/29/2019 Vos 19499 SKAG-F7 3 SkagwavFatSalmonChart•rs 
12/19/2018 No 19084 SKAG-F3 6SkaawayFlshCompany 
3/20/ 2019 No 19399 SKAG-F6 3 Ska&;way Fishing Charters 
1/ 23/2019 Bolh 19292 SKA.G·F4 1&3 Skatway float Tou~ LLC 
6/7/2019 Both 19516SICAG-G3 2 Skagway Gem House 
4/30/2019 Both 19468 SICAG-G2 lSkaawayGolden Bear 
3/12/2019 No 19396 SKAG-H4 1 Skagway Handloom and Handltrafts 
1/15/2019 Yn 19228 SKAG-H lSkagwayHardware 
6/7/2019 Both 1951SSICAG-J 2SkaawavJewelry 
1/1'1/2019 No 19226S1CAG-M6 5 Skapay Masonit Temple 
1/31/2019 No 19337 MUSEUM 1 SkaiWav Museum Storl! 
12/17/2018 Yn 19070 SKAG-P6 3 Ska1WayPrivateToursLLC 

fowNER f!R&T 6 t.ASTNAME jAODRESS )•o~.Eu u~e--z ICITY 
Kellie Curtin PO Bo,c611 Skagway 
Blake Perry PO Box96 Skagway 
Jose Barba PO Bok314 Skagway 
Mary Jo Pike PO Boxl254 Skaswav 

PO Box1211 Ska1way 
Virginia long P,O Box617 Skaiwav 
bmalChharbria PO Box 393 ShjWay 
Katherine Nelson PO Box686 Skaliway 

PO 8ox917 Skasway 
hnNlkfflirrt: PO Box1135 Skaliway ~--'° Po Box535 Skagway 

PO Box211 Skagway 
Cody Jennings PO 8011604 Skagway 

P,O BoK271 Shrw;ay 
P.O Box271 Skagwa,y 
PO Box271 Skagway 

RedHenrii:ksen PO Box 1064 Skagway 
Mike Mauldin PO Box133 Skagwa,y 
MandyReiale PO Box12B4 Skagway 

P O. Box675 Skagway 
Tara Sass P.O 801t.193 Skagway 

PO 801t.444 Ska11way 
Juana Doland PD Box477 Skagway 
ArdethRomisth PO Box1173 Skagway 
Autumn Roseberry PO 801<110 SkalJWay 
Andrew Cremata PD BoK239 Skagway 
Tim Fairbanks P O. Bo11 934 sb,wav 

P,O 801<476 Sko,gwav 
Bruce Schindler PO Box586 Skagway 
Bruce Schindler PO Box586 ska11way 
Darrell Hoover PO Box54 Skagway 
Sheryl Gladden PO Box571 Skasway 
RithardVandries PO Box491 Ska11way 

P O Box 498 Ska.away 
PO Box.498 Ska11way 
PO Box.946 Skagway 
PO Box194 Skagway 
PO Box648 Skagway 

OitisPa::iban PO Box804 Skagway 
Rot.~ SikoUs, PO 8011661 Skapay 

PO 80111236 Skagway 
PD Box416 Sko,,wav 
PO. Box251 Skagway 

Sheila Mason PO Box315 Skagway 
JoeWarchui:k PO Box654 Skaiway 
Oaneil Henry P0, 8ox279 Skagway 
BemardWarchuck P O. Box.774 Skarway 

PO Bok 1321 Skagway 
lndreshChawt a PO Box4tl Ska11way 
NaJahAysheh PO Box687 Ska11Way 
BemikaA.ribamonsbl PD Bow957 Skagway 

P O. Box357 SkajiWay 
lndreshCh;iwla P O, Bo1t.40 Skagway 

PO Box 412 Skagway 
PO Box521 Skagway 

Sherry Corrington PO 8ox643 Skagway 
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j&l'ATE 

•• 
AK 
AK 

AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 

AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
Al( 

AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 

AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
Al( 

AK 

Z1?jE-&ull 

99840 

99840 rn:e!TP!S'Cl!liq]ml'll4ifl'] 
99B40 ~~t!!!t:!SQ!t:!l!!"ti!!hc!nullcom 
99B40 

99840 s~12ocl,!1mall.com·admin!!dorw1rden1.com 
99840 moorehtll!i!l!~lilska.net 
99840 ;~~!::r;~s;om 
99840 ~!?t!!!£S~!:;!l~,~r!?fl!I~ 
99840 l!!!!!:!M?:11 zr.i!J:.a~ 

99840 mrsco~i!!Bfflliil.Q!m 
9!m40 1isa@wnset~counting.org 
99840 :illi!:!lS:S!SSn:""lt·1 IHI 
99840 LM(!;u".'1t'utt.u~tlf'lf9:'I 
99B40 

99B40 rrtr,v,om :a;u\!:!b-ss1 
99840 t=S!:s S"'•:!l~S!l!M!l -;~m 
99840 faml!l[fuel~hotm1iil.com 

99840 Ut'~!J!:~111 .. ., 
99840 letlfl~OLlttr:!t,QtnuiJ eT 
99840 rtwi~~!W!l!~l!!':~Lo:iM 
99840 ardlL!roml'l"th.q!m 
99840 mJllff,nl.,£10 ,~all..CJM 
99840 

99840 sadfish881!&mj!il.com 
99840 stevree(fD.ppl tom 

99840 sthlndlr@aetalash.net 
99840 si:hlndlr~aeto,lask1i.net 
99840 

99840 she!l'.!l.ik~sma ll.tom 
99840 

nJAO 1bd,co~Jd;lu4:<sm 
9'840 P:!Ci99h:!llf!ltloud cc,,. 
99840 c!llen.-!i,bcW~ !B!:fl't. 
99840 chamb!rt!!1etal1ska.net 
99840 i11!1!hamiltonconst.i:om 

1)9840 sh:~!!tlsl'A:Jb~N£b1Mi! 5i!a"1 
99840 J:fliff!9J1rJ§1•s!Ythi:s: 59,n 
99840 

99840 skagwavrlU[!gmail.tom 
99840 ti.~ ~ hcrtm.a ,I "' 
99840 

99B40 ta~!i!!£!•turtdi'•f""lft S5!•n 
99840 sftalask1~hotm1iil.com 
99840 
99840 skagwayn9ft@11mail.com 

99840 ~ l,Yl!A!l°'.fOrll 
99840 !Jt.a.l'i!r~¥'$:·S'9"" 
99840 :!AA:fm-ai@ft!!D1Ml=,r-. 
99840 ska~ayhardware@hotmail.com 

99840 1.hjtW!Y.rt!!:l!YC1T1II £Pflll 
99840 
99840 
99840 ska~aJ1:erN1itetou~@1mail.s:2m 
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EXC.SGY-000601

IDAn JtCVD IE'IIAIL UC'. •IMlP ACCT, e>.TEGORYjaus.rnus 
1'Vl7/101.t Both 19076SKAG·S2 1·s~SGlv.LffllJll!!:c!!f!Df,,,~G.1tdirn 
12/19/2018 Yu 19059 SICAG•Sl6 1&6 Sk1rw1ySplritsLLC 
1/8/2019 y., 19203 SKAG-Sll 3 SkapayStreetCar 
4/3/2019 Ooth 19431 SICAG-SU 3 Ska,way Summit Tours LLC 
12/17/2018 Yo, 19067 SKAG•U 4 Shp,ay Terminal Company 
1/4/ 2019 Yu 19182 SICAG·V 3 SbgwclV Van Tours 
4/24/2019 y., 19456 SKAG· Y-2 3 Skapav Yuk.on Cu5tom Van Tours 
8/2/2019 Yes 19542 SLOP•I lSloperlndustries 
1/24/2019 Yos 193S8SMART 4 SMART Bus 
1/15/2019 y., 19230SMH 5SMH Rental 
12/26/2018 No 19109 SNYD·R 5 5nvderRentill 
12/27/201B y., 19125 BITE·B2 S Soc:ialHouseRentals 
12/14/2018 Both 19027 SOUT•C2 4 SouthHst Cleaning & Maintena nce 
4/22/2019 Both 19453 SOUT•T2 3 Southeast Tours 
1/ 24/2019 Both 19255 SQUE·C 4 Squeaky Clean 
1/2/2019 No 19160 ST•FOST 5 ST foster House 
1/2/2019 y., 19171STAR·R 6 StarflreLLC 
12/11/2018 No 19035 STEV-82 5 'STeW 8urM•m 5f. lfarn~i: 
12/20/2018 y., 19102 STOW·C3 l&SStowCo 
3/27/2019 No 19406SWEA·E 5 Sweat Equity 
1/2/2019 No 19137 SWEE· T 6 SweetToothCafC 
1/18/2019 '" 19248 TN-TOURS 3 TN Tours 
1/30/2019 No 19269T&G·R 5 T&GRentals 
4/15/2019 No 19433 TAIY•E 4 Talya Environmental Consulting 
1/ 17/2019 Ooth 19238 TAIV•M 4 Taiya Manne Services 
4/1/2019 Ooth 19419 TAIY•R4 1 & 5 Taiya R.iverArts 
1/14/2019 Both 19222TESs-F l Tessa Franz Healy 
2/26/2019 y., 19374 THE-$ 1 The$10Store 
4/30/2019 Both 19467 THE·lS 4 The Libut Company 
5/14/2019 Yes 19489 THE·l 1 The Loom 
1/30/2019 No 19316 THE·S3 6 ThtSippin'Sasquatc:h 
2/27/2019 y., 19376 THE·S6 4 The Skarwav News 
3/22/2019 Both 19403 THE-S7 6TheSmokehouse 
12/19/2018 No 19098 SKAG•P! ,Tttcsttt-«io ll;V ~ Ul11 
12/2/2018 '" 19019 THOM·C2 1 Thomas cahlll Desill"S, UC 
1/14/2019 y., 19217 TIDA·D 1 Tid1IOrift 
12/2/2018 y,s 19022 TIFF-· M 4 Tiffany's Aerial Arts 
12/7/2018 Both 19016 TIMB·P 4 Timberline Plumbin& & Heatin1 LLC 
4/17/2019 '" 19445 TINA-C 1&4 Tina Cyr Artisan 
12/4/2018 Yo, 19003 TINY·M 5 Tiny Mountain Rentals 
12/17/201B No 190B0 TNT•R S TNT Rentals 
1/28/2019 No 19332 TRAIL·B S TrallBenc:h 
12/31/2018 No 19144 TRAN· T l Transluc:entTreasures 
5/24/2019 No 19495 TUNO· R l Tundril Rilln Oesia;ns 
12/S/ 2018 No 19011 UNIQ-N 1 Uniquely Northern 
2/25/ 2019 y., 193n USBORNE 1 Usbome Books and More 
1/17/2019 No 19263 VAN·H2 , v.-11Mo-;.it 11.Pt l all\UII, 
4/22/2019 Y,s 1944B ALAS-CS 4 Voylj 
12/20/2018 y., 19100 WARN•R ' W.m,e.r l t: ,.Uf:t LU: 
12/7/2018 No 19018 BRIC·C2 4WaystinTlres&Rentals 
1/22/2019 Yo, 19296WElC·W .IIWefc:h'sWorkshop 
12/17/2018 Yo, 19066 WHIT ·Pl8 1 White Pass Enterprises 
12/17/2018 '" 19068 WHIT•P17 4WhftePa.ssPropertieslnc: 
4/29/2019 Both 19.t161WILO•N lWildNEye 
3/B/2JJ19 No 19386 Wlll·G 4 Will's Glass Repair 
l/10/'2Dl9 No 19216 WINO·V S Wind Valley Lod1e 
4/ 24/ 2019 No 19450 WINO·N 5 Window North Prt>perty Ma.naaement 
1/24/2019 Yn 19260 WREN•P SWrentmorePayless 
5/29/2019 No 19506 VEE·M3 4 Yee Construction 
1/4/2019 y., 19139 VOU·S l VouSilyTomato 
4/22/2019 Both 19454VUKO·H 1 YukonHeilth'sPopc:ornEmporium 
4/4/2019 No 19410 ZENL·A 1 Zenlemon Arh 
1/29/2019 Both 19307 ALAS· IC l AlaskaKnifeandUluStore 
1/29/2019 Ooth 19305 CAI-II l CAI II 
1/29/2019 Both 19304 CORR·A l CorrlnrtonAli1Skan l110rv 
1/29/2019 Both 19306 CAl•II 1 Corriniton Museum 
1/29/2019 Both 19303 NAND·l s NandenllC 
1/29/2019 Both 19302 Sl(AG•E SSkagwayEnterprises 
1/29/2019 Both 19308 SKAG·O lSkaawa.voutletStore 

lovmeR nRsr • usr ~ME j.tiDOR:EU ]II DOR US I.INS 2 jcnY 
Diane White PO Bo,c1003 Skaawav 
JanilynHe11er PO.Bo,c146 Skagwily 
Gayla Hites PO Bo11:400 SkarwilV 
Dennis Cooper P 0. Boll: 803 Skapily 

PO 8ox43S Shawav 
Matthew Summer.. P.O. Bc»: 671 Sk.aaway 
ThomilsPidcerel PO Box423 Ska1way 
Lynsey Sloper PO 80)( 1072 Sk11way 
Stuart Brown PO Box1090 SKa1w;iy 
PaulRelc:hert PO Box109 Skaawav 
Mltc:h&Trac:ySnyder PO Box2 Skagway 

Po Bo,c1345 Skag,Nay 
Paul Kowal P0- 80111207 Skilgway 
Heath Goebel PO So11: 1058 Skaawav 
Shawna Salley P,0 8ox844 Slta1wav 
Jiieltlnhofa PO Bo)( 301 Sltaiwav 

PO Bo,i:963 SKaaway 
P0~80)(41U Skaaway 

Kim Mathews-long PO Bo,i: 1B9 Skagway 
EmllyRausc:her P 0 . 8011616 Sli:.a1way 

PO Box87S Skagway 
Thomas & M!c:hele Str;ind P □- Box993 Skagway 
ThOl"NIS & Georfil Coc:hran Pa ao)(40 1 Skilgway 
CE Furbish P 0 , 80111076 Ska,way 
Ro11erGriffin P O. Box423 Skairwav 
Kathy Wassman PO BoxUBS Shrwav 

PO Bo!C 104 SkljWilV 
PO Bo,c6S5 Skaaway 

Janet Libert PO Bo,i:B2 Skagw•v 
PO 8ox1227 Skasway 

Ashlei Legsett P 0 , 801147 Skagway 
PO Box498 Skaaway 
PO Box946 Ska1way 

Beth Smith PO 80)(280 Skairway 
Candilce Cahlll PO 8011662 Skagway 
Tamar Harrison PO 801159S Shaway 
Tiffany Met? PO Bo,c71l Skarwav 
Mary&Zac:hTurner Po &ox 1112 Skagwily 

PO Box21 Skarway 
JimSaaer PO Bo,c553 Sk.Jgway 
TamraCoc:hran PO Box309 SKa,:way 

PO Box476 Ska11way 
OebbieAckerman PO 8ox79 Ska1way 
KariR,in PO 80)( 196 Skilgway 
Nan Saldi PO 8011287 Ska1way 
TamlSdme PO 8o,c996 Skagway 
Milr1cV;inHouten PO Box413 SkaiWillV 
Oli11ia1Clupar PO 8o,c3 Skagway 
Stuart Warner PO 8o,c411 SKaswav 
Cory&JilimeBrlc:Ker PO Bo,i:619 Skagwa.v 
MikeWelc:h PO Box260 Skagwav 

PO Bo,c435 SKa11way 
PO Box43S Ska1way 

Felip1Mendaz PO Bo,c84S SkiljWay 
Will Ryan PO B0)( 137 Skaawav 
leslieF1irbanh PO Box 354 Sklsway 
RalphGorkhanaz: PO 8o,c21 Sbt,Na.y 

P,0 E!o,c271 Sk~ay 
Mft:ft;it!Yet PO Bo,c7S Ska.gwav 

PO eo,c172 Skaaway 
Heath Goebel PO Box 105B Ska1way 
JessicaMedUn PO 8ox75 Sk•swav 

2471Copper8eec:h Or Stlouis 
2471 Copper Beec:h Or Stlouis 
2471 Copper Beec:h Or St Louis 
2471 Copper Beech Dr St Louis 
2471 Copper Beec:h Dr St Louis 
2471Copper BeechDr Stlouis 
21:171CopperBeechDr Stlouis 

SGY-2000, Page 381 of 423 

js'l'1,,TE 
AK 

AK 

AK 
AK 
AK 

AK 

AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 

AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 

AK 
AK 

AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 

AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 

AK 
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AK 
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AK 
MO 

MO 

MO 

MO 

MO 

MO 

MO 

21,jc..,.~ 
tS1AO ~~tl!ISlt1i,;1 
99840 hegerblllbo11:@1mall.c:9m 

99640 r;~~iI!!f!t~t:i1.1;t~-W!ll 
HMO J~ll'{S,enrtetn!!22 fS:"' 
99840 targenbright@wpyr.com 

'51~ •"''~Ji!!!S:~lifaVei?lS!!;i!l.!!:ll 
99840 ic.~l2!1£J:!!!H;22m ~"'° ka!Jim1r!t!:i!:1!N!! ~,., 
99840 @r,ow@?l1L9Jm:! iFOrn 
l151S.;Q 91n.JNn1:ms:ll"!~"~l'"lll ro-m 
99840 

998'0 KSltonr?-'21111.ti.kt 
99840 e1m tal"'ld!!s!!tQlrN-11 m-~ 
998.110 ,.•u·tti!;kliott:lll,a:Z!!!R"!! 
998-40 sh-nabl~!!iahoo.com 
99840 

99S40 C!f!m2m!l:dd~IIT'lf!~""?, 
9984') 

99840 sbolton@aptalasKa.net 
99840 

99840 lilE&'ll'TObJ~.a,hoo (0~ 
99840 tntour..9B@mziuom 
99840 
99840 

9ff410 ~fT4ccm 
99840 ~!'.a!±!:ir~l!!s!Sl::BI!:?> 
99840 tes~franz@mac:.com 

99B40 t1T'12!rtl!:· !~!H fl!?:!811.am 
99840 janetl"bert@1mail.com 
99840 info@theloornalasKa.c:om 
99840 

99B40 2!::!~•:eml:5C!9 

99840 illrl!':~ ~ '~"i!Qrs:tai11:55!m 
99840 skagpie@yahoo.com 

99840 ~~':2,.1:f:,,.•~W!i!: sm 
99840 li!!!!~•!)otN,t nm 
99840 ynilffitmrtz@gm1il.com 

99at10 S;eur11nl!i~&t'a!!!om 
99S40 misstinacyr@grnall.com 
991.;c, vrm•l:flWZY:!x:moo cqm 
99840 

99840 rbartol;itz@aol.ssi:m 
99840 ,,...vvccn!ltH!-flaal=£!!l 
99840 
99840 

99840 ts.cime@1mail.5:2m 
99840 

99840 ~~~41bAl52~nltt!!!!l!?!lls:s!!!3 
99840 sbclton@apfplask.a.n~t 

99B40 !Jl~~~MI..N~ 
99B40 sbolton('Jl;ipf■ lask1net 

99840 tar,aenbrl&httt)wpyr.com 
99B40 tarsenbrlght@WPV(-COm 

99840 eiil~'!:J!im£ie?!!22:"h 
99840 Stlmewlll(S1mail.com 
99840 laf,lfsv@hotmail.com 
99840 

99840 l!B~El!!\~!iln':11'\l~!I 
998-40 

ffl4D l:!i!!i!!:ZP:S!l:l'l'\Ol5i!!l!2l-l'~ ~!:l 
99B40 heath@klondike1roue.net 
99840 zenlemon§@sm■il.c:om 

63131 b;irbcw1red@1mail.c:om 
63131 barbcwired@gmfil.,;gm 
63131 barbcwiredfllgmilil.cgm 

63131 barbcwired@lgmail.cgm 
63131 barbcwired@>gmfil.c:om 
63131 ba.rbcwired(!grnail.c:om 
63131 barbcwired@gmail.c:om 
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EXC.SGY-000602

lflATERCVO 1-j~ UC. • I MlP ACCT. CAnGC1Rvfau.e1NE:sl 
1/UllOLi Both 193,0t C.CRR•E:l.a. 5 Corrington Enterprises 
Winter Addy Both 19062 CO H·H 5 C&D Rent.lls 
Winter Addy Both 19459 OIAM·B 2 Diamonds By PrinCMS 
Winter Addy y., 19487 r:EOA-M 1 Cedar Moon C,re 
5/3/2019 Both 19475 GREE·A 1 GreenAirSupply,lnc 
1/2/2019 No 19170 PITN-B 1&4&5 Pitney Bowes 
1/3/2019 No 19172 PITN-82 1&4&5 Pitney Bowes Glob1I Financial Services 
1/22/Wl9 Both 19283 JAPA·P 3 JociatiPdc.Tl>YIISt-MC& 
3/22/2019 y., 19400 BEAR-P 1 BearHea,d Photo1raphy 
12/26/201B y., 19110 HILT-I l Hilti, Inc 
12/27/2018 No 19133 SECU·E 1 kwmn OWrofll.: ~ritt 
7/29/2019 Both 19547 BURL·B 5 Burley Bert Rentals 
12/2D/201B y., 19103 TAYL·F 4 Tlylor Fire Protection Services lLC 
6/7/2019 y., 19514 OELA·L S De Laoaelanden Financial Services 
Winter Addy y., 194B3 Hl5T-S 4&5&6 Historic Skarwav Inn 
Winter Addy y., 19484 LYNC-& l Lynch&K!nnedyDryGoods 
2/S/2019 No 19347 JAFRA-C 1 JafraCosmeticslnternational 
Winter Addy y., 190n SKAG-S12 4 Alasb Shore Tours 
3/8/2019 y., 193B8 WHIT-W 3 Whitehorse Who What Where Tours 
Winter Addy y., 19S20 COLO-N 1 Cold Nose Gifts 
5/14/2019 Both 19493 VIKl·C 1 Vikin11Crulses USALtd 

lowuE A flfi'ST,. LAST ~ME l~DDAESO ,~OCflE-8$ LINE :I! }ClTY 
1.0,n C.:,p~r l,cir<h c, SI ..... 

Colette Hisman 4820 Park Commons Dr Apt 140 St LouisPuk 
HareshMlrpurl 5120 Oronnin1ens Ga.de St lt6 St Thomas 
Candice bib 322055th Pl NE T1coma 

2523JeffersonAve Tacoma 
5310 Cypress Center Dr. #110 Tampa 
5310 Cypress Center Or #110 Tampa 
19750 South Vermont Ave Ste 22:5 Torrance 
PO 8ox1895 Tullahoma 
c/oTaxOept Po Sox 21146 Tulsa 
3BOOTabsOr~e Uniontown 

Monka Bounds P,O Bo1r:494 Volcano 
725 W W;as:1ir Or Ste lA Wasilla 
111101d Ea1leSchoolRoad Wayne 

KarlKlupar 211 Winderml!!re Ave Wayne 
K1rlKlupar 211 Windermere Ave Wayne 

2451 Towns1atc Rd Westlake Village 
Drew Fortner 300 E Second St Unit 2 Whitefish 
Teena Oiclcson SMarionc:resent Whitehorse 
Tom & Averill Harp 725 Eagles Lane Wilderville 

5700 Cancga Avenue Ste 200 Woodland Hills 
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IITATE 
MO 
MN 
USVI 
WA 
WA 
FL 
FL 
CA 
TN 
OK 
Of, 

HI 

AK 
PA 
PA 
PA 
CA 
MT 
YT 
OR 
CA 

ll.P(E ..&t■ II 
UU1 ttittl2m!d!P!rma1tgm 
55416 cdhisman@hotma!l.com 
00802 hare~~E!rlncessjewelers.com 
98422 candicekalb@1m1il.com 
98402 farr1h@1reen1lrsueell£.com 
33609 jo1nn,.aungst@pb.com 
33609 joanne.ayngst@pb.com 
90502 skato(!j•pactravel.com 
37388 bearhe!l;!l!!@imail.com 

74121 h:!l!l:!-~!::Hli!l:.-S~~ i:s!"" 
44685 steve□.booth~securltues.com 
96785 ac1nom52@lyahoo.com 
99654 ]eff@taylorfire.nim 
19087 tt.J)!HK(! Mtii~~ t..S,£1!\ 
190B7 bookki::eetrl!:ll£nch•kt:nri$s!Y-Com 
19087 bookknetrl!lynch-kenns;~.com 
91361 salesbiJC@jafra.com 
59937 drew@1lnl:.lsho[!tours.£2m 

Y1ASS4 whlteho!l!f::toun:l!!aol.com 
97543 averillcoldnosegifts@1mall.~2m 
91367 tax.la~vikin1cruises.com 
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EXC.SGY-000603

1/4/22, 6:45 PM Skagway Combo Tours 

Skagway Alaska Tours 

\. (907)983-3900 '-IJ Text Us 

Home New Combo Train Flight Seeing 

Adventure Family 

Skagway Combo Tours 

Yukon Adventure - One Way Train 

Port: Skagway 

www.skagwayalaskatours.com/skagway-combo-tours 
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EXC.SGY-000604

1/4/22, 6:45 PM Skagway Combo Tours 

Effort: 1; - 2 -* 
This incredible Skagway train tour offers incredible scenery and a journey back in time to the 

storied days of the Klondike Gold Rush. You will travel 68 miles by train to Carcross, Yukon 

Territory along the same route used by grizzly miners with funny-looking hats and sour dispositions. 

You will enjoy a hearty lunch and thrill to a self-guided tour through Bennett Station, which was built 

Show More 

Duration: 
5.00 hours 
------------~------------~ _____ ......... - .................... _ 

Adults: 
$180.00 

Chlldren: 
$90.00 

www.skagwayalaskatours.com/skagway-<:ombo-tours 

View 

Book 

SGY-2000, Page 384 of 423 EXHIBITJ 
Page 2 of8 

2/8 



EXC.SGY-000605

1/4/22, 6:45 PM Skagway Combo Tours 

White Pass Train/Bus & Whale Watching Combo 

Port: Skagway & Juneau 

Effort: f 1- - :"f 
Whale watching In Juneau and the White Pass Train/Bus combination In Skagway 

Two of the most popular tours in Alaska. While in Skagway you will take the world famous White 

Pass and Yukon Route Train and Bus Combination Tour. 2 hr train ride to Fraser B.C. with a 45 
- . -

Show More 

I 
Duration: 
6.00 hours ______ ................................................. ___________ ............................ -, .......... _______ _ 
Adults: 
$255.00 

...... _ .. , _ ... _ ,H~OM .. H OH O'O•• .. ••••••· .... •·••••• .. • .. • .. • .. ••------.. ---••••> .. MO••••••••••----- -----------------

Children: 
$175.00 

www.skagwayalaskatours.com/skagway-combo-tours 

View 

Book 
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EXC.SGY-000606

1/4/22, 6:45 PM Skagway Combo Tours 

Yukon + Whale Watchin~J 

Port: Skagway & Juneau 

·1 - --_".f... Effort: 1; -7 

Skagway: 8 to 10 stops on a shuttle bus to the border of the Yukon Territory. Great chance at 

wildlife combined with one of the most scenic highways in the World. This is a drive that you will 

never forget. 

www.skagwayalaskatours.com/skagway-<:ombo-tours 
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EXC.SGY-000607

1/4/22, 6:45 PM . 
Show More 

I 
Duration: 
7.00 hours 

Skagway Combo Tours 

_________ .......... -....................... __________ .... , ......................................................... ______ _ 
Adults: 
$180.00 

Children: 
$125.00 

Port: Skagway 

www.skagwayalaskatours.com/skagway-combo-tours 

View 

Book 

Skagway Adventure Combo 
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EXC.SGY-000608

1/4/22, 6:45 PM Skagway Combo Tours 

Effort: 1' - 3 -;f 

An Alaskan combo delight. A high speed ocean raft combined with an 11 zip zipline. Both will be 2 

of the highlights of your trip. The Ocean Raft will get your heart pumping while traveling just under 

30mph with you dressed in a warm full body float coat with Oakley goggles and gloves. A boat ride 

that you will never forget. Grizzly Falls Zipline will complete your active day. 11 Zips will take you 

Show More 

e 
Duration: 
6.00 hours 

Adults: 
$294.00 

Children: 
$248.00 

www.skagwayalaskatours.com/skagway-<:ombo-tours 

View 

Book 

SGY-2000, Page 388 of 423 EXHIBIT J 
Page 6 of8 

6/8 



EXC.SGY-000609

1/4/22, 6:45 PM Skagway Combo Tours 

Train & Bicycle Combination 

Port: Skagway 

Effort: i - 3 -~ 

Immerse yourself In the unspoiled beauty of the Yukon, and enjoy the 1898 sights and sounds 
of the White Pass Railroad, followed by a bicycle adventure along the Klondike Highway returning 
to Skagway. If you're the type of person that doesn't like missing any of the highlights on your 
vacation, and you like to be active, then this is undoubtedly the tour for you. Start your tour on the 
Show More 

Duration: 
4.50 hours 

Adults: 
$219.00 

---------------------------------.. , ...................... . 
Chlldren: 
$100.00 _________ ,,_, ........... _, _______________________ _ 

View 

Book 

www.skagwayalaskatours.com/skagway-<:ombo-tours 
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EXC.SGY-000610

1/4/22, 6:45 PM Skagway Combo Tours 

Home Train Tours Flight Seeing Tours Adventure Tours 

li 
201 2nd Ave Skagway, AK 99840 
Phone: 907.983.3900 • Fax: 907.983.3915 
Mailing Address: M & M Tour Sales P.O. Box 1027 Skagway, AK 99840 
Email: toursskagway@gmail.com 

© Copyright 2022 M & M Tours. 
Skagway, Alaska. All rights reserved. 

www.skagwayalaskatours.com/skagway-combo-tours 
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EXC.SGY-000611

ECONOMIC IMPACT 
OF COVID-19 
ON SKAGWA~ALASKA 
MARCH 30, 2021 
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EXC.SGY-000612

ECONOMIC IMPACTS OF 
COVID-19 ON SKAGWAY,ALASKA 

99.68% REDUCTION 
IN ARRIVAL NUMBERS 

2019 arrivals = 1,551,668 

2020 arrivals = 4,984 

Information provided by 
Skagway Visitor Department 3/30/21 

,. 

• -• I • ' ... 'tl . - \ ' -
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EXC.SGY-000613

Over 90% Decrease in Tax Revenue 2019 - 2020 

SALES TAX: 91.4% loss in tax collected ($8.2M) & $163. 9M reduction in taxable revenue spent in Skagway. 

Year 
2019 
2020 

1st Qtr 
5,730,753 
4,553,.Q0 

Total Sales Tax Re.-enues 

2ndQtr 3rd Ott 
66,U S,S40 106,070,986 

4,469,950 5, ,271 

SHORT-TERM RENTAL (BED) TAX: 

4th Qtr 
5,037,200 
5,062,368 

Tax.able 

Rennue Tax. Collected 
1s2,9s7;:ns s.961,205 
19,086,009 766,477 

90.5% loss in tax collected ($174k) & $2.2M reduction in taxable revenue spent in Skagway. 

Year 
2019 

2020 

lstQtr 
71,536 
56,733 

Toal Bed Tu ~es 

2ndQtr 
867,856 
37,208 

3rd Ott 
1,374,563 

110,138 

4th0tr 
Sl ,563 • 
22,826 

Tax.able 

Revemte TaxCollected 
2,395,518 191,6-1-1 

226,905 18J52 

The Municipality also recognized a loss of approximately $SM in CPV Excise Tax shared revenues from the State of Alaska. 
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Information provided by 
MOS Borough Treasurer 3/20/21 
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EXC.SGY-000614

SKAGWAY'S PROJECTED 2020-2021 REVENUE LOSS 

The Municipality originally budgeted 25% of sales tax revenue in FY21 (based on 2019 
levels), but now expect closer to 6% with the news of the extended no-sail order. In 
addition to the actual 2020 losses demonstrated above, FY21 revenue losses are 
estimated to be around $ l 3.2M: 

• Sales Tax: $8M 
• STR (Hotel) Tax: $150,000 
• CPV Excise Tax: $5M 

• Total losses to Skagway between 2020 & 2021 are estimated at over $300 Million in 
taxable revenue spent within the community and $26.6 million in taxes collected. 

" . . 
~ 

- • --Y . ,i • - 1· . • 
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EXC.SGY-000615

SKAGWAY'S INNOVATIONS 

80% OF CARES ACT FUNDS 
DISTRIBUTED DIRECTLYTO RESIDENTS 

ECONOMIC SUPPORT 
PUEUC SAFETY PAYROLL 
FOOD PROGRAMS 
PUBJC HEAL1H 
01HER 

5,894,910.71 80. 7% 
1,094,060.62 15.0% 

128,960.00 1.8% 
122,308.14 1.7% 

60,780.02 0.8% 
7,301,019.49 100.0% 

. - .. iL . 
. ! . 

. . - - t• ' -' - I - •) .E I - ' ,\ .• 
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EXC.SGY-000616

SKAGWAY'S INNOVATIONS 

USING SALES TAX RESERVES, 
CREATED GRANTS 
TO SUPPORTYEAR ROUND BUSINESSES 

$991,600 Small Business Emergency Grant 

$230,503 S.N.O.W. Grants 

Dec-19 Dec-20 Dec-21 
~~~ffi _____ BA~L~AN~C~E __ B~A=LA~N~C~E-~E~ill~MA~T~E 

Sales Tax 15,648,116 10,567,830 5,124,562 
Excise Tax 20,011,722 19,226,251 11,541,171 

~ . ' . . 

,, - ' . .,;~ .. ,, :, - .. . , \ . 
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EXC.SGY-000617

GOALS FOR THE FUTURE? 
ATTRACT INDEPENDENTVISITORS TO SKAGWAY IN 2021 ! 

., . 

·- - ' •i I~ I - . ' 
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EXC.SGY-000618

WHAT CAN THE STATE DO 
TO HELP MAKE 
SKAGWAY'S GOALS HAPPEN? 

Support & fund 
the Alaska Marine Highway System 

Alaskans & Visitors need reliable transportation 
in Southeast Alaska 

•• I 

. ~ 
' ' ' ' ,.... , \' '. ·- --l S . - \ 
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EXC.SGY-000619

WHAT CAN THE STATE DOTO HELP 
MAKE SKAGWAY'S GOALS HAPPEN? 

Any funding that can be used for general government purposes or revenue replacement 
due to losses cause by the pandemic would be much appreciated from the State or 
Federal Government 

• Funding would help Skagway make it to the 2022 season & prepare for 
2023. Maintaining the necessary infrastructure required for a full-season continues to be 
a heavy burden on such a small community. 

• This includes water, wastewater, garbage, public works, public safety and port/harbor 
facilities & services. This infrastructure must be well-maintained to accommodate the 
heavy influx of seasonal populations &visitors when they are able to return & to serve 
current local residents. 

, ,, 
- ~ 

- .. 
. - .; ,i . - •, ' 
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EXC.SGY-000620

Skagway, Alaska ne,ec!s your he,lp! After the, events of the past year, Skagway is ready to help you. 
Cruise ship tourism is Skagway's main economy. The pandemic's devastating effect on the cruise industry 
has essentially left Skagway without an economy. Fortunately, you can help. and in the process enjoy the 
most unforgettable vacation of your life. Plan your vacation in Skagway this summer and enjoy this once
in-a-lifetime opportunity to immerse yourself in the natural beauty of our home free from the crowds. 
Whether you used to live in Skagway as a year-round or seasonal resident or visited our town and fell 
instantly in love with everything we have to offer, your visit in 2021 could very well be what helps us survive 
until cruise ships return in 2022. Skagway offers visitors a healthy and safe environment where you can 
enjoy endless adventure and quiet inspiration from ocean to mountaintop and everywhere in between, 

Explore@.\@!1frj 11 jor reach out to us at skagwayinfoO:kagway.org 
so we can encourage your t ravel dreaming and planning! 
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EXC.SGY-000621

Proposed by: Health, Education, & Welfare Committee 
Attorney Review: 06/03/2021 
Vote: 5 Aye 0 Nay 1 Absent 

MUNICIPALITY OF SKAGWAY, ALASKA 
RESOLUTION NO. 21-19R 

A RESOLUTION OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF SKAGWAY, ALASKA LIFTING THE 
DECLARATION OF EMERGENCY DATED MARCH 16, 2020; DECLARING A 
FINANCIAL EMERGENCY DUE TO THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC; AND CLARIFYING 
THE STATUS OF COVID-19 LEGISLATION. 

WHEREAS, COVID-19 is a respiratory disease that can result in serious illness or death 
and is caused by the SARS-Cov-2 virus (virus), a new strain of the coronavirus that has 
not been previously identified in humans and is easily transmittable person to person; and 

WHEREAS, on March 11 , 2020, the World Health Organization (WHO) declared the virus 
a pandemic; and 

WHEREAS, on March 11, 2020, the State of Alaska declared a public health emergency 
in response to the anticipated outbreak of the virus in Alaska, and on February 14, 2021, 
the statewide health emergency declaration expired and was not renewed; and 

WHEREAS, on March 13, 2020, President Donald J. Trump declared a national 
emergency in response to the virus pandemic; and 

WHEREAS, on March 16, 2020, the Municipality of Skagway declared an emergency 
based on the risk to the public posed by the global COVID-19 pandemic and substantial 
economic impacts to the Municipality of Skagway, which was confirmed by the Assembly 
on March 19, 2020; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Municipality's Emergency Operations Plan (EOP), the March 
16, 2020 Emergency Declaration was made because the COVID-19 pandemic exceeded 
or threatened to exceed the Municipality's normal emergency services capabilities, and 
the March 16, 2020 declaration activated the Emergency Operations Center (EOC) at 
Level 2 due to the need for coordinated action; and 

WHEREAS, currently, municipal departments and agencies are conducting normal daily 
activities with incidents being handled with existing resources, policies, and procedures, 
and pursuant to procedures in the EOP, the EOC has de-activated at Level 1; and 

WHEREAS, due to the increased level of COVID-19 vaccinations and the sustained low 
level of COVID-19 cases in Skagway, the Municipality of Skagway finds that the COVID-
19 pandemic does not constitute an urgent health emergency in the community and 
wishes for the health emergency declaration to be lifted; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the EOP, the EOC can activate at any time if COVID-19 again 
threatens to exceed the Municipality's normal emergency services capabilities; and 

SGY-2000, Page 401 of 423 EXHIBITL 
Page 1 of 3 



EXC.SGY-000622

MUNICIPALITY OF SKAGWAY 
RESOLUTION NO. 21-19R 
Page 2 of 3 

WHEREAS, due to the long-term and devastating financial effects of the COVID-19 
pandemic on municipal resources and on the community, the Borough Assembly finds 
that there continues to be a state of financial emergency in the community and wishes for 
the financial emergency declaration to remain in place; and 

WHEREAS, some legislation enacted by the Borough Assembly remains active for the 
duration of the emergency declared on March 16, 2020, and it is necessary to clarify 
which legislation is affected by this resolution and which legislation will remain in place; 
and 

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 20-1 ?R was adopted at a time when the Skagway community 
was under a self-isolation order, and the Municipality did not know how the community 
would be affected by the pandemic and vaccines that were only in development at the 
time, and did not yet know how the resumption of cruises to Alaska would be allowed and 
regulated; the Municipality feels that the regulations in Resolution No. 20-1 ?R are no 
longer practical given the current developments regarding vaccinations, federal 
legislation, and requirements put in place by the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention (CDC), and wishes to repeal the resolution; 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Municipality of Skagway Borough 
Assembly, that the Declaration of Emergency dated March 16, 2020 and confirmed by 
the Assembly on March 19, 2020, is hereby lifted, a Financial Emergency is hereby 
declared, and Resolution No. 20-17R is repealed as follows: 

Section 1. Lifting the Declaration of Emergency Dated March 16, 2020. The 
Assembly feels that the COVID-19 pandemic does not pose an imminent health 
emergency in the community, and the Declaration of Emergency dated March 16, 2020 
and confirmed by the Assembly on March 19, 2020 is hereby lifted. 

Section 2. Declaring a Financial Emergency. The Assembly feels that the COVID-
19 pandemic continues to pose a substantial economic risk to the community, and hereby 
declares a Financial Emergency in the Municipality of Skagway Borough, which will 
remain in place until the Assembly resolves that the COVID-19 pandemic no longer poses 
a financial risk to the community. 

Section 3. Repealing Resolution No. 20-17R. Resolution No. 20-17R is hereby 
repealed. 

Section 4. Effect on Existing Legislation. By lifting the health declaration of 
emergency, declaring a financial emergency, and repealing Resolution No. 20-17R, this 
resolution affects existing legislation that was adopted: for the duration of the Declaration 
of Emergency of March 16, 2020; or in some instances until the Assembly resolved that 
the health and financial emergencies no longer exist. The adoption of this resolution will 
affect active COVID-19 legislation as follows: 
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MUNICIPALITY OF SKAGWAY 
RESOLUTION NO. 21-19R 
Page 3 of 3 

A. Resolution No. 20-0SR: Allowing Assembly Members to Participate in 
Meetings Telephonically Due to Emergency Conditions. 
Duration: "for the duration of the Municipality of Skagway's Declaration of 
Emergency, until COVID-19 does not pose a health emergency in the 
community." . 
Status Upon Adoption of This Resolution: Expired, not active. 

B. Resolution No. 20-17R: Setting Minimum Standards for Allowing Cruise 
Tourist Visitation, for 2020 and 2021, Within the Municipality of Skagway 
Borough Due to the COVID-19 Pandemic. 
Duration: 2020 and 2021. 
Status Upon Adoption of This Resolution: Repealed, not active. 

C. Resolution No. 20-34R: Canceling Non-Essential Meetings and Outlining 
Requirements. 
Duration: "for the duration of the _local COVID-19 emergency declaration dated 
March 16, 2020." 
Status Upon Adoption of This Resolution: Expired, not active. 

D. Resolution No. 21-09R: Recommending All Persons Wear Face Coverings 
When Inside Buildings That are Open to the Public. 
Duration: "until such time that the Assembly resolves that the virus does not 
pose a health or financial emergency in the community and ends the local 
emergency declaration." 
Status Upon Adoption of This Resolution: Active until the Declaration of 
Financial Emergency is lifted. 

E. Ordinance No. 20-16: Establishing a Policy Requiring Use of Cloth Face 
Coverings in Municipality of Skagway Facilities, Including the Skagway School. 
Duration: "for the duration of the emergency declared by the Municipality of 
Skagway on March 16, 2020 and confirmed by the Assembly on March 19, 
2020." 
Status Upon Adoption of This Resolution: Expired, not active. 

Section 5. Effective Date. This resolution shall be effective immediately upon 
adoption. 

PASSED AND APPROVED by a duly constituted quorum of the Boroug~ ssembly of 
the Municipality of Skagway this 17th day of June, 2021. - "-s . 

(SEAL) 
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ADVERTISEMENT 

Q. 

__J 
/\nchorage, AK 

Norwegian Cruise Line donates $1 OM to six southeast 
Alaska communities 

By Dave Leval 

Updated: May. 9, 202 7 at 8:44 PM AKDT 

O~Y@mt 
ANCHORAGE, Alaska (KTUU) - Norwegian Cruise Line is still unable to sail to Alaska, but that has not stopped it from helping the communities it visits 

within the state. 

The cruise line donated $10 million to six port cities, including Juneau. It will receive $2 million of the donation. 

'We're a local government, private businesses don't normally write us a check and say 'here's a check, do whatever you think is best for your 

community.' That's unusual," said Juneau City Manager Rorie Watt. 

Hoonah, Ketchikan, Seward, Sitka, and Skagway will divide the rest of the money. Those communities did not return our phone calls to say how much 

each will et from the donation. 
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Norwegian Cruise Line announced the donation in a May 4th letter. 

"My heart breaks for Alaska and its wonderful people as we face a potential second year of zero cruise operations during the all-important summer 

tourism season," President and CEO Frank Del Rio said in the letter. "Bringing yet another blow to Alaska's tourism economy." 

"It's very generous,• said Watt. "They've clearly had to dig deeper than maybe they would have to dug a couple of years ago." 

The donation has not escaped Alaska's politicians. 

ADVERTISEMENT 

"It means they want to stay coming to Alaska, and supporting their brother businesses in the state of Alaska,· said Governor Mike Dunleavy said in the 

letter. "It's a good thing, and I want to thank them for that." 

"I really applaud them for what they're doing, trying to help these communities that are hit really hard," said Senator Dan Sullivan 

Watt said it's still too early to say how the city of Juneau will use its share of the money. The assembly still needs to approve to accept the donation. 

Copyright 2021 KTUU. All rights reserved 
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[Pies] Take A Look At Who Sarah Palin Is Married To 
Smartingly 

[Photos] Have Any Of These 41 Items? You Could Be Rich 
The Primary Market 
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Senior Apartments Coming to Anchorage (Take A Look at The Prices) 
Senior Living I Search Ads 

Recommended For You 
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Suspect held without bail after severed head found in truck 
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[Photos] Triplets Take The Same Picture For 33 Years. Don't Cry When You See The last One! 
Give It Love 

Recommended For You 

Single mother dies In Christmas Eve car crash, leaving behind 5 children 
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Alaska Launches New Policy For Cars Used Less Than 49 Miles/Day 
Comparisons.org 

Recommended For You 

Tesla owner blows up car over $22,000 repair bill 

Sponsored Stories 

SGY-2000, Page 409 of 423 

0. 

EXHIBITM 
Page 6 of9 

6/9 



EXC.SGY-000630

= Live News Weather Submit News Tip Submit Photos and Videos 

This Is How Much Nurses Make In Anchorage (See Their Salaries) 
Nursing Jobs 

Sponsored Stories More From This Site 

Most Read 

"Nature's Morphlna", Could Help Against Joint Pain & 
Arthritis 
behealth.space 

Two Gumml■s Before Bed Rellev• YNrs of Joint Pain and 
Arthritis 
consumerheatthreporter.com 

Anchorage, Alaska: Are You A-re Of This? 
lnsuranceQuotes.com 

Urologist: Try This If You Have An Enl■rg■d Prostate 
(Watch) 
Prostate Pro 

ADVERTISEMENT 

® Planer declac;atloo made for Matanuska-Susitna 119rough_n_hl9b winds continue 
mu!al!.gl!I 
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Tennessee woman faces federal ch■rg■s after ■Ir rage 
Incident 

Woman marrl■s th■ color pink In historic Vegas wadding 

Woman runs onto Phoenix tarmac to stop plane she mlss■d 

NC trooper, det■ln■d driver die after being hit by trooper's 
brother during traffic stop 
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® Man arrested for Midtown shooting that !,aves 2 hos111tallzed 

® New CQYIP-19 cases lo Alaska upJ!y 262% over the last week 

® ASP continues in-parson learning. could dose school If staffing levels drqp 

ADVERTISEMENT 

Latest News 

Power slowly ~ back for Mat-Su residents after wind storm 
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News 

Community 

Public Inspection File 

Weather 

I Delta JynctJoo man p.!BdLgYi!JY. to threatening Alaska's u,s. senators 

® ASP continues lo-fH!rson leaming. could dose school If staffing levels droR 

Alaska commission advances plan to reform legislators' ~-shrink Pl!Y-~ 

Sports KTUU 
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Anchorage, AK 99503 
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Municipality of Skagway 
GATEWAY TO THE KLONDIKE 

P.O. BOX 415 SKAGWAY, ALASKA 99840 

(PHONE) 907-983-2297 - Fax 907-983-2151 

WWW.SKAGWAY.ORG 

SENT VIA EMAIL ONLY 
March 8, 2021 

The Honorable Jesse Kiehl 
Senate District Q 
Room 419 
Alaska State Capitol 
Juneau, AK 99811 

RE: Letter of Support -- SJR 9 - Urge Exemption for Cruise Ships 

Senator Kiehl: 

Please accept this letter of strong support for JR9 - U rging Congress to Exempt Certain Crui se 
ships sailing to Alaska from provisions in tJ1e Passenger Vessel Services Act for the 2021 tourism 
season. 

Skagway will suffer drastic financial consequences as a result of a second consecutive year of no 
cruise passengers. In 2019, our community welcomed over 1,000,000 cruise passengers. The 
further loss of this economic activity will rip through our community, affecting every aspect our 
lives here and leaving no one unscathed. 

Anything the Alaska State Legislature, State of Alaska, and the Alaska Congressional delegation 
can do to affect a work-around following the Canadian Ministry of Transports ban on vessels with 
over 100 passengers through their waters is greatly appreciated. 

Thank you for your swift response to this unfortunate development and we welcome the all-hands 
effort in the Senate as evidenced by the fifteen co-sponsors. Please express our appreciation to 
each and every one of your colleagues. We stand ready to assist in any manner possible. 

Sincerely, 

~-
Andrew Cremata, Mayor 
mayor@skagway.org 

cc: Governor Dunleavy 
Senator Lisa Murkowski 
Senator Dan Sullivan 
Congressman Don Young 
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1/4/22, 6:51 PM Skagway left out as DOT scrambles to accommodate ferry-riding lawmakers I KHNS Radio I KHNS FM 

Listen Live 24/7 f SEARCH 

News Programming DJ Calendar Listener Submissions 

A.bout KHNS Support KHNS Contact Us 

Posted by Mike Swasey I Dec 7, 2021 I Featured 

Stories, News I O • ., 

The state Department ofTransportation quietly 

removed sailings of their lone ferry to the upper Lynn 

Canal next month after discovering additional 

steelwork is needed on the vessel. But after add ing 

one sailing to Haines to accommodate lawmakers 

traveling to Juneau for the January legislative session, 

Skagway is left high and dry. Questions remain as to 

whether the state prioritized lawmakers over 

taxpayers. 

oo·oo 00:00 

Late last week the Alaska Marine Highway removed 

the Matanuska from its calendar for several weeks 

after the new year. This week they announced the 

Kennicott will sail as far north as Haines on January 

12 to cover the early January mainliner duties that the 

Matanuska will miss, but it will not call on Skagway. 

AMHS also announced the Leconte will add three 

https://khns.org/skagway-left-<1ut-as-dot-scrambles-to-accommodate-ferry-riding-lawmakers 
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1/4/22, 6:51 PM Skagway left out as DOT scrambles to accommodate ferry-riding lawmakers I KHNS Radio I KHNS FM 

sailings to Haines and Skagway during the first week 

of January, but nothing past January 8. 

Alaska Marine Highway spokesperson Sam Dapcevich 

cited a crew shortage for the reason not to activate 

the Tazlina which has been sitting idle in Juneau's 

Auke Bay terminal. 

But union representatives for the Alaska Marine 

Highway crew, say they have members ready to work. 

"I'm not sure why you were told that there's a lack of 

crew I mean the Matanuska is tied up, people are laid 

off, they're sitting on the beach," said Earling Walli, 

regional director of the Inland Boatmen's Union of 

the Pacific, the largest of the three unions 

representing state ferry workers. Walli says there are 

workarounds available that would shorten the winter 

gap between sailings to Skagway. 

"That was our other question to the state was, well, 

why can't we just keep the Leconte running until the 

Matanuska can come out?" Asked Walli. 

Shannon Adamson heads the Master's Mates and 

Pilots, which represents deck officers on the marine 

highway. She says it's curious that DOT is claiming a 

shortage of crew since her union wasn't consulted 

about its members' availability. 

"At all. We haven't been contacted by the state about 

any of the issues that are currently occurring in the 

villages and north Lynn Canal," said Adamson. 

The Leconte is certified until April, ferry union reps 

argue, and it already has a crew. But calls to 

Dapcevich with follow-up questions went unanswered 

on Tuesday. 

Meanwhile, more questions remain regarding the use 

of the Kennicott to fill in for the Matanuska on the 

mainliner run that reaches as far north as Haines on 

https://khns.org/skagway-lefl-out-as-dot-scrambles-to-accommodate-ferry-riding-lawmakers 
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1/4/22, 6:51 PM Skagway left out as DOT scrambles to accommodate ferry-riding lawmakers I KHNS Radio I KHNS FM 

January 12. Skagway Mayor Andrew Cremata says it 

appears there's a double standard at work with the 

state prioritizing elected officials over ordinary 

people. 

"Why is it so easy to pivot quickly to get a ferry up to 

Haines, or legislators and impossible to get a ferry to 

Skagway that services the needs of a community that 

are desperate to be able to get where they need to 

go? Whether it be the doctor or a grocery store visit, 

or for a much-needed vacation?" Asked Cremata. 

And yet there are other possible solutions, including 

the Alaska Class Ferry the Tazlina, and the mainliner 

Columbia. Both ships are tied up for cost-cutting or 

lack of certificates or both. 

Over the weekend Dunleavy's office announced a 

plan it says would re-energize the Alaska Marine 

Highway System. 

The report says the Tustumena would be replaced in 

five years to serve Southwest routes. And an idle 

Alaska Class Ferry, the Hubbard, built for $60 million 

as a solution for northern Lynn Canal communities, 

but was never used, would be outfitted with crew 

quarters to extend its range at a cost of more than 

$15 million. The governor's report says the Hubbard 

will be deployed to Prince William Sound and possibly 

some Southeast Alaska communities. But there was 

no mention of the upper Lynn Canal. 

https://khns.org/skagway-left-out-as-dot-scrambles-to-accommodate-ferry-riding-lawmakers 

SGY-2000, Page 416 of 423 Exhibit 0 
Page 3 of 5 

3/5 



EXC.SGY-000637

1/4/22, 6:51 PM Skagway left out as DOT scrambles to accommodate ferry-riding lawmakers I KHNS Radio I KHNS FM 

SHARE: f 

< PREVIOUS 

Hundreds gather in Haines to 
honor all those impacted by last 
year's storm disaster 

RELATED POSTS 

_ ....... •-- • .,,.r 

December 30, 
2021 

-·--·-- ---
···- -.. .. .... _ 
... ··- ......., ____ ._ -

December 21 , 
2021 

in i::. B 

NEXT > 

Haines man faces federal drug 
charges 

--·---......... -·-

·-· ______ ..... ____ __ 

December 17, 
2021 

.. •-·----

_.,._~ ····-

December 22, 
2021 

Serving Haines, Skagway and l(lukwan on 102.3 and 91.9 FM 
News 

LOCATION 

Chilkat Ce11te1· for the Arts 

Dne Theati"e D1·, Haines, AK 99827 

MAIUNG ADDRESS 

P D. Box 1109, Haines, AK 9982.7 

TELEPHONE 

907-766-2020 in Haines 

https://khns.org/skagway-left-out-as-<lot-scrambles-to-accommodate-ferry-ridlng-lawmakers 

Programming 

Shop 

Station Documents 

Contact Us 

FCC Public Files 

SGY-2000, Page 417 of 423 Exhibit 0 
Page 4 of 5 

4/5 



EXC.SGY-000638

1/4/22, 6:51 PM Skagway left out as DOT scrambles to accommodate feny-riding lawmakers I KHNS Radio I KHNS FM 
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11 :45 Wednesday, April 14, 2021 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska 

Cruise Ship Calendar for 2022 
FOR PORT(S) = SKG 
AND SHIP(S) "'ALL 

AND VOYAGES= ALL 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2022 
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Sunday. April 24 

Sunday, May I 

i 

! SuntlJ)', May 8 

t-----·-·-· -----· 
;Sunday, May 15 
iSKG NORWEGIAN SUN 
. 01:00 - 20:00 
;sKG GRAND l'RINCESS 

01;00-20:30 

~aY.22 
SKG SILVER MUSE 

D7:00 · 16:30 

i SKG ~f~~
2
~)i.}S MARINER 

· Sunday. May 29 
SKG SEVEN SE:AS MARINER 

07:00- I S:00 
SKG GRANO PRINCESS 

07:00 - 20:30 

:s-~;.-~2---
Sl(Q SF.:YF. SF~$. MARINl-:R 

07.00·11·00 · 
SKG SIL VER SHADOW 

01:00-16:30 
SKG GRAND PRINCESS 

01:00-20:JO 

Sunday. lune 19 

ISKG SILVER MUSE 
07:00-16:]0 

ISKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 
01,00 - 22,00 

RRA 

RRF 

RRA 

RRF 

RRA 

RRF 

Monday, April 25 

Monday, May 2 

~~ M11.y 9 
Slw OVA TCON OF SEAS 

07:00-16:00 

Monday, May 16 
S.KG OVATION Of Sf.AS 

07,00- 17,00 
$1:,(.i RADIANCE OF THE SEA 

07:00- i7:00 

~)', May 2) 

S~G OVATION OF SEAS 
07:00-19:00 

ifKC MILLENNIUM 
07:00- 20:JO 

Monday, May JO 
SKG SILVER MUS.E 

07:00-17.00 
SKG RADIANCE OFTHI-: SEA 

07c00· 1Hl0 
SKO OVATION OF SEAS 

07:00-17:00 

Monday. June: 6 
0111> SKG MILLENNIUM 

07 :00- 20:)0 
RRA SKG VIKING ORION 

os,oo · 20,00 
RRl' SKG OVATION OF SEAS 

I 0:00 - 20:00 

RRA 

BRO 

RKf 

RRA 

RRF 

Monday, June 13 
SKG RUBY PRINCESS 

06:00-10:30 
SKG RADIANCE OF THE SEA 

01:00- 17:00 
SKG SILVER MUSE 

07:00-17:00 
SKG OVATION OF SEAS 

07:00· 19:00 

Monday. June 20 
S.KG SILVER SHADOW 

07:00- 17:0U 
SKQ MILLENNIUM 

07:00 - 20:30 
SKG OVATION Of SEAS 

11:00·20:00 

I I :45 Wednesday, April 14, 2021 

RRA 
Wedr.cllli■y. April 27 Friday. April 29 

T~day, M"')' 3 • r Wcdneulay. May 4 

SKG ~~OFTHESEA RRA ISKG ~r~~'F-1:S 
:ThW"!day, May S ftlib:ii. Ma)' 6 

SKG KONINGSDAM ORE [sKG Nl l-:UW AMSTIH?.[)AM 
01:00-20:00 07-0d•::!a....OC 

RRA 'SKG SAPPHIRE PRINCESS 
06:00 • 20:30 

RRA Sl(G CAIU';[V AL FREEDOM 
07cUO•lOlOIJ 

SKG C~RNlVAL MIRACLE 
07:00- 21 :00 

SKG ~C:.~ii?l~N BLISS RRF I SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 
08:00- 20:00 

T11~.~ IO 
RRA SKG SOLSTICE 

01;JO • I S;OO 
SK<J KONINGSDAM 

01:00-20:00 

RRA 

RRf 

RRA 

RRF 

HRD 

RRF 

RRA 

SKG EMERALD PRINCESS 
01:00-20:30 

Tuesday, Mey l 7 
SKG SOLSTICE 

07:00-18:00 
SKCi KONINOSDA.M 

07:00 -20:00 
SK{i MAIHSTIC PRINCESS 

07:00-20:30 
SKG EMSRALD PRINC'ESS 

~7~·20:30 

T.-,. Moy 2< 
SK<i SOLSTICE. 

OJIQO• IUIO 
SKG KONINGSDAM 

07:00·20:00 
SKO EMERALD PRINCESS 

07:00-20 JO 
SKG SAPPH1.R.E l'RJNCESS 

07:Cl0-20.3<!_ 

Tuesday, M;i.y JI 
SKO SOLSTJCE 

07:00- I 8:00 
SKG KONINGSDAM 

07:00- 20:00 
SKG MAJESTIC PRINCESS 

07:00-20:30 
SKO EMERALD P'IUNC'ESS 

07:00 • 2.0:30 

Tuc:Jw.y. JUI1e 7 
RRF SKG SOLSTICE 

07.-00· 1$.00 
BRO SKG KONINGSD/\M 

07:00 • 20:00 
RRA SKG EMERALD PRINCESS 

07:00- 20:)0 
$ KU SAPPHIRE PRIN{.l;SS 

0?cOO · 20, lo 
T uc.Mla.y, June 14 

RRF SKG SOLSTICE 
07;00-18.00 

ORF. SKG KONINGSDAM 
01:no-20:00 

SRO SKG ~~~lJ.JriRINCESS 

RRA SKG EMERALD PRINCESS 
07:00-20:30 

T11,1.~7. June 21 
BRD SKG' SC>LSTICE 

uJoo- 1e,oo 
RRF 5 KG KONINGSDAM 

07,00 • 20,00 
RRA SK.G SAPPHIRE PRINCESS 

07:00-20:JO 
!i k.G EMERALD PRINCESS 

07:00 • 20:JO 

! 

lw~. M~y II Thursday, May 12 Frida . ~, I] 
RRA I J:0 tAOl~~CE OFTIIESEA ORE 1SKG DISCOVERY PRINCESS RRF SKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

, Ol;OIJ-11.-«J 06·00-17;00 Ol":Ol>· 17.00 
ORE !SKG NORWEGTANENCORE RRA SKG SERENADEOFlllESU RRA SKG S01<WEGlAllffiWEl 

07:00-20:1S 07.CM}- IHM) O'J'00· 17:00 
RRF SKG MAJESTIC PRINCESS RRF SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM BRD SKG CARNIVM. fl\EEDOM 

07:00 • 20:30 07·00- 21 ·00 07 :OJ · 2D:UO 

Wedne,day, May I ti 
RRA SKG SAPPHIRE PRINCESS 

06:J0- 20:30 
ORE SKG MILLENNIUM 

07:00- 16:00 
RRF Sl<G NORWEGIAN SNCORE 

, 07::00-20: 1:S 
BRD I SKG N1 ,.uw AMSTERDAM 

1 ON)0-21:0C 

W<dnolcl.y, Moy lS 
RRA SKG I\ADIIINCE Ol'THf. SEA 

07 00• lr.OO 
ORE I SKG ~?J'o~f.f l~N ENCORE 

BRO SKG MAJESTIC PRINCESS 
07:00- 20:30 

RRf SKG NOORDAM 
07:00· 21~p(? 

Wednc:iday, June- I 
RRA SKG SAPPHIRE PRINCESS 

06:30-10:30 
ORE SKG MfLLENNIUM 

07:00- 16;00 
RRf SKG NORWEGIAN ENCORE 

07:00·20:IS 
BRD SK.G NlEUW AMSTERDAM 

07:00-21-(l() 

Wednesday, June S 
RkA SKG R.A.DIANCE OF THE SEA 

01_00-11 00 
ORE SKG NORWEGIAN ENCORE 

07:00-20:]5 
BRO ! SKG MAJESTIC PruNCESS 

07:00- 20:30 

RRF SKG ~~~it': 
Wednesday, JWJC IS 

RRA SKG SAPPHIRE PRINCESS 
06:)0-20:30 

ORE SKG MILLENNIUM 
01:00-16:00 

RRF I SKG NORWEGIAN i:NCORE 
07:00-20: I~ 

.tut..1:, I SKO Nl EUW ,\.MSTEADAM 

'1 ll7,0l>•Uil0 
W"'-lAy. ,_ 2.2 

RR.A SICG MDIAt,.'C!.OJ""f»f SEA 
• QTJOO '" I~ 

ORE !SKG ~.gi~l'ifW' ~CORE 

RRF SKG MAJESTIC PRJNC'ESS 
07:00-10:30 

BRD i SKG ~?~~~~~ 

Thur.;day, Miy 19 
RRF SKG DISCOVERY PRINCESS 

06:00- L 7:00 
ORE SKG QUANTUM OF THf. SEA 

07:00- 17:00 
RRA SKG DISNEY WONDF.R 

07:00-20:IS 
BRO I SK.G NOORDAM 

07:00- 21 :00 

Thur.1.'day, Maiy 26 
ORE SKG DISCOVERY PRINCESS 

06:00- 17:00 
RRA SKG DISNEY WONDER 

07:00-20:1S 

RRF ~«G t;?!l,.,~if~Sl"ERD,\M 
BRO SK<J W:~~~ti:, OF THE SEA 

T~.1-1 

Friday. May 20 
RRF SKG CARN! V Al fR.EEDOM 

07:00 - 20:00 
RRA SKG CARNIVAL MIRACLE 

07;00-21 00 
ORE SKG NORWF.GIAN JEWEL 

08:00-20:00 
BRD 

Friday_ May 27 
RRF SK.G NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

07:00-17:00 
ORE SKG CARNIVAL FREEOOM 

07:00- 20:00 

RRF SKO f;!l,!i~i?/t-/~t PRl~CESS RJlf 

OR~ SK(; W~'1V~ OFTIW SI!,\ .~. 

RRA , SKG DISNEY WONDER 

Friday, June 3----- · 

SKG RUBY PRINCESS 
06:00- 20:30 

SKG CARNIVAL FREEDOM 
07:00-20:00 

SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 
08:00 - 20:00 07:00-20:15 

BRD S!\,G NOORDAM 
07:00·21:00 

WThw-:i..y. j~~-9- . 
ORE SKG msCOVERY PRrNCESS 

06:00- P:00 

BRD 

Frial.l.)': J~ ID 
RRF SKG. NOR.WU.lAN JEWEL 

ll1c<>0-i,,oo 
RRA SKG SERENADE OF THE SEA RRA 

07,00· l5c00 
SKG CARNIVAL FREEDOM 

07:00- 20:00 
RRF SKO NIEUW AMSTERDAM mu, 

07:00-21:00 
BRD 

~.June 16 
RRF Sl(O P l~Vf.RV PRINCESS 

06!M• 17.M 
ORE $JC,O QUANTUM Of1 THI: SEA 

07:00- 17:00 
RRA SKO DlSNEY WONDER 

07:00-20:15 
BRO !.no NOORDI\M 

, 07:00-21:00 

n....,r.i...u 
ORE SK<l Dl~~YPRJl<CESs oo:oo•n ,oo 
RM SKO 111.l"l<E'I:" WOl'IDlalt 

01,00-20.a 
RRF 5&0 NJ EU W A>.1~M 

OalO•lJ~ao 
BRD SKG O\JA.'mJ.M OF TIIESEA 

O"lmR17.--00 

Fnda.y, liln::: 17 
RRF SKG CARNIVAL FREEDOM 

07:(l0-20:00 
RRA SKG VIKIN(i ORION 

08:00-111:00 
ORE SKG NOR.Wl::GlAN JEWEL 

08:00 - 20;00 
BRD 

Friday. June 24 
RRF SKCi RUBY PRINCESS 

06:00 - 20:30 
QRJ; SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

07:00 - L 7:00 
ORD SK.G CAR.N1VAL FREEDOM 

01:00- 20:00 
~ ~Ji;(i CARNJVAL MIRACLE 

~?:00- 21 :00 

Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska, Cruise Ship Calendar for 2022 

Sattirday, April JO 
SKG ZUIDERDAM 

07:00-21:00 

Satwday. ~:r 1 
RRA 'SKO ZUIDEltDA.\I 

Ol;OO· 2J QQ 
RRF 

BRD 

~turd■ y. ~ ,,- 14 
RRA , SK.(; RURY PR tNCESS 

o,;•oo • ID:JO 

BP.D : SKG ~1/~~re~r 
IUt.F : 

lsaturday,-May 21 

RRA I SKG ('JR)i,NO PRJ'.NCESS 
Q7,00•20'.J0 

RRF SKG ~f ~~f ,'?AM 
HRD 

S1111untay, May 28 
RRA SKG ZUlDERDAM 

07:00 - 2 I :00 
RRF SKG VIKtNG ORION 

08:00- 18:00 

! Saturday, J~ 4 

RRF 

RRA 

RRF 

RRA 

RRF 

RRA 

RR.F SKG ORAND PRINCESS RRA 
OHI0-20:30 

RRA :sKG CARNIVAL MIRAC"lf. RRF 
07,00-21'()0 · 

BRD · SKG ZUIDERDAM BkD 
07:00·21:00 

S1h,1tdt)', Jw. l I 
RR.A Sk.G 2.Ul DEI\O~M RRF 

lfl;; OO-• :U •DO 
RRF 

: . .-f : ~g,,J;;:)ill!AB~T~ ----:RD 
0((:00 11,QO 

RR.II. SKG GRANO PRrNC'f.SS RRA 
07:00 • 20:JO 

BRD : SKG ZUIDERDAM RRF 
07:00 · 21 :00 

Suurday, Jw,c 2S 
BRO 18KG NORWEGIAN SPIRIT 

07:00-16:00 
ORE SKO ZUIDERDAM 

01,00-21,00 
RRA 

RRF 

RRA ( 

RRF I 
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EXC.SGY-000641

SunJ.ay, June: 26 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARlNER. 

07:00· IS:OO 
SKO SIL VER SHADOW 

07:00· 16:3-0 
SKG NORWEGIAN SUN 

07 00· 10:00 
SKG GRAND PRINCESS 

07:(,0•20:JO 

Sunday. J1rly 3 
SKG SIL VER MUSE 

07:00· 16:30 
$KG SEVCN SEAS MARINf.P. 

07:00 • 22:00 

iSKG ~~~s:rs~ERt:NITY 

: Sunday. Jufy U> 
!SK<, SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

01:-00- rs:oo 
SKG SILVER SHADOW 

07:00-16:)0 
! SKG NORWEGIAN SUN 

07:00-19:00 
SKG GRAND PRINC"5S 

07:00 - 20:30 
Suod1y, July L7 
SX.G SILY~lt MUSI-:. 

07:00 • lfi:JO 
SK.G SE.VEN SEAS MARINER 

07:00·2.2:00 

' SunJa)I. July 24 
SKG SEVEN SEAS MARIN£R 

07:00 - !S:00 
, 5KG SILVEll SHADOW 

07:00-16:lO 
; SKG GRAND PRINCESS 
1 07:00 •20·JO 
I 

' Sunday, July '.\I 
$KV SIL V~R MUSE 

07:00 • l~:JO 
SKG NORWEGIAN SPIRIT 

07:00-20'.00 
SKG Sl:.Yk:NSl:.ASMARINl:R 

07:<M)•:?2:00 

---·- ---s.....,,. ""'""' • s~o nv.EN SEAS MA1UNErt 
01,-00· 15:00 

I
SKG Sll.VEltSHADOW 

0,,00-16:.IO 
SK<J GRA!<O PRl~'(,'ESS 
, c;:OO•:O;JO 

' S\llday, Augus1 14 
SKG REGATTA 

07:00 - 16:00 
SKG StLVt:R UUSI:: 

07.00 • 16:JO 
SXG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

07;00-12:00 

! Sund..iy. Augusl 21 
! SKG SEVEN SEAS MARINER 

07:00· LS:OO 
SKG SIL VER SHADOW 

07:00· 16:]0 
SKG GRAND PRINCESS 

07:00 - :?0:]0 

RRA SKG OVATIONOfSEAS RRA SKO SOLST[CE RRA•SKG SA.P~IREPR.INCESS RRf SXG OJSCO'VERY,Rl~CE.SS ltRt 

Monday. June 27 Tl.lnid&y. Jww: 28 Wednesday. June 29 ,~ . ~ )4> 

07:Cl0· 17:00 07:-00-18:00 1 06:J0-20:30 06!00• 17.:.0o 

.,.,.y, My I 
SKG IIEOATT A 

07;00 • 11.1>0 ORE SKG RADIANCEOFTHESEA RRF SKO KONJNGSDAM ORE SKO MILLENNIUM OR.E SKG OU,MITUMOFTHJ;SE.A RR.A 07:00-17:00 07:00-20:00 07:00· 16:00 • Ol:00 · 11::00 
SKO CARNIVAL FREEDOM 

07:0<l • l<>.00 BRO SKG SILVER MUSE ORE SKG MAJESTIC PRINCTSS RRF SKG NORWEGIAN ENCORE RRA ISKG DISNEY WONDER 07:00-17:00 07:00·20:lO 07:00-20:IS 07:00-20:15 
RRF SKG CRYSTAL SERENITY BRD SK.(i EMERALD PRINCESS ORD SKG NlEUW AMSTERDAM DRD SKG NOORDAM 07:00- ""1""":0=-0-___ 07:00-20:30 07:00-21:00 _____ OHM)-21:00 

Monday, J~ly 4 IIIClday. M)' S Wednesday, July 6 Thursday, July 7 

ORE 

BRO 

SKG NOllW£GIAN JEWEL 
08:00- ?0:00 

f,'rid•y, July 8 RRA SKG SJLVERSHADOW ORF. SKG S013TICE RRA 5KG RAfllANCEOfTHF.Sf.A 011.F. SKG DISCOVERYPRJNCF.55 RRF SKG VUCING 01l10N 
06,00· 16,00 

07 00-1100 07:00· Jt:00 07:<I0-17:00 06:00- 17:00 RRf SKG QUEEN f.LIZAB~"TH RRJ) SK.G KONJNGSDAM ORl: SK.G NORWf.GIAN t:NCORf. RRA SKG SERENADI: OF THt: Sf.A RRA SKO NORWF.GJAN JEWEL 
07:00- I 7:00 

07:00-ltl:OO 07:00·20:00 07:00·20:JS 07:00- IS.OO BRD 5KG MILLENNIUM RM.t-· $KO SAPPHIRE PRINCESS RRf SKG MAJESTIC PRINCESS RRF SKCi DISNEY WONDER 07:00- 20:30 07:00 • 2R:l0 07:00 • 20:JO 07 :00- 20:lS 
ORS SK<. CARNIVAL FAf.l::OOM 

fll:00-10:00 SKG OVATION Of S1::.A.S RJtA SXG EMERAU) f'RJNCl:SS BRD SKG NOORDAM BRD SKG ~U!UW A.\tST'l:JtOAM BRD I0:00-2?,:::00"'----------,I- 07:00·20:)0 07:CIO·Zl:OO -----,,-- 07,Q') · !l ·OO 
Mondo11y. July II ,-uacby. July 12 • Wednesday. July IJ "J\iw.a!Oly, July 14 

RR.A SKG RADIANCE Of TIIE SEA RRF St{G so.tsnCE RR.A SKO SAPPI URE PRJNCESS RR.f $KG DISCOVERY PRINCESS 07:00- 17:00 <>7;03· II 00 06:JO· lO:lO 06:00- 17:00 ORE SKG OVATION Of SEAS RRA SKG KONINGSDAM ORE SKG MILLENNIUM ORE SKG OUANTIJM OF THE SEA 07:00· 17:00 07:00-20:00 07:00-16.00 07:00· 17:00 BRO SKG StLVERMUSE ORE $1(.(j MAJESTICPRINCESS RRF SKCi NQRWEGIANF:NCORE RR.A SKO OJSNEYWONDER 07:00-17:00 07:00-20:JO 07:00 · 20:l:5 07:00-20:1$ 
RRF Sk.G CRYSTAL SERENITY BRO SK('J EM£ULO PiUNCE.$.~ BRD SI<.G NfEUW A.\.\'STEJtDAM BRO SK.Ci NOOR.DAM 07:00-18:00 07:00 •20;")0 07:00-21:00 07:00·21:00 

Monday. July JK Tvc-sd;sy, July )I Wednesday, July 20 ~nicb.)', July 21 
RRA SKO SILVER SHADOW ORE SKG SOUTICF. RRA SKG R.AlJJANCt-:OFTHESEA ORE SKO DISCOVERY PRJN(.""F.SS 

kK~ SKG :~~~~~~._. RRf SKC !~:,~~~~AM ORF, 1SKG ~~;~6~Nl!NC0Rt-: RRA. isteo ~=:~~1
:ioNO~R 07:00·20:JO 07;00-20:00 07:00·2'0:l5 • 07:00-20;15 

SKG ~~~?/~ION ARD SKG ~~si:~~CRINCrss RP.I" .S~G ~~sr•NCESS m ISKG ~!~tr;t,STERDAM 

Fnlcy. July IS 
RRf 5KG CARNIVAL FREEDOM 

07:()0·20:00 
RRA SXG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

08:00-20:00 
ORE 

BRO 

fridoy./,;Jyll 
RRf SKO NORWB..1v\S JEWl-:L 

01.00• 17,QO 
ORE Sl(Q NORWEGIAN SPIRIT 

07:00- 20:00 
BRD $KG CARNIVAL FREEDOM 

07:00- 20:00 
SKG ?,v~~1,.N-oc?F sm u... SKG f,:'~1,0-.l.~l~D-: _R_lt<CU _ _ s __ s_RD~ '~S-KG_ ~~~ BRO SKG ~~~~ OFTllP. SEA RRA-+--,.---

RM ~.,£jL~tll:~VSE BRD ;~~~t~ AAA trK~~~r~ }'su~nss RRF ~~{S~~i::y PRrNCESS RRF ;~Y·c~U:si!L SERENJTi 07,00 • 11,00 07,00• ,,.w • 06 ~0-!0 ;o 00,00- 17,00 07:00· 18:00 BRD SKG RADIANCEOfTIIESEA OR£ SKG ,KO:<INGSDAM ORE ISKC MIUO."NIVM ORE SKG OUANTIJMOfTKESEA RRA SKO CARNJVALfREEDOM 07:00- 17:00 07·00- 2~ 07:IJO• J6:00 07:00- 17:00 07:00- 20:00 It.RF S:KV OVATIONOfSEAS RR/\ SK-0 MAJESTICPRINCESS RRF SKG NORWEGIANENCORE RR.A SKG OCSNEYWONDER ORE Sk(i CAR.N[VALMIRA.CLE U7:00-J9:0U 07:00-2030 07:0U-20:IS 07:00-20:15 07·00-21:00 

!\1om.1,y, Aupu I 
RRA Sk<.i SILVER. SHADOW 

07:00· 17.1111 
ORD SKG MILLENNIUM 

07:00- 20:30 
R.Rf" SKO OVATION Of SEAS 

10:00-20:00 

Mood')'.-• 
RRA SK(; 0V A TIOl'I Of SE.'5 

07.00· 17:00 
ORD SKG RADIANCE Of TIIE SEA 

07:00- 17:00 

SKCi E:ME:RALD PRINCESS BRO SK.G NIEUW AMSTERDAM BRD SKG NOORDAM BRO SKO NORWEGlAN JEWEL 07:00-20:JO 07:QO-?l:OO Ol:00·21 :!'J~ - -----+- 08:00-20-00 
. W:ectr.adty. Au,g,.&il J Thuniday, Augu:.r 4 F~, AU£Ult 5 Tvc:sday, Augu.&I 2 

BRD SKO SOLSTICE 
07:00- 18 00 

RRF SKG KONINGSDAM 
07:00-20:00 

RRA SKG EMERALD PRINCESS 
07;{)()·20:lO 

SKO !;!\l'?HIU.rRINCESS 
DJ.00• 10,10 

Tuesday, A.ll8,U$1 9 
RRA SKG SOLSTICE 

07:00· 18:00 
RRF SXG KONINGSDAM 

07:00 • 20:00 

RRA 1$'-0 R.ADIANCI\Gt"Tll~S~.A ORI! SKG OISCOVP.RY PRINCESS RRF SJ((l CRYSTAi. <F.Rl'.NITY 07.00 · 17:QO 06:00· 17:00 01:00 • 16.00 
ORI-: SKCi ~RWa:i!AN' liNCORI: RRA SKG SF.RENADf. Of Tttf. St:A RRA SKG NORWEGIAN JEW~L 07<Kl · 10: I) Ol:-OO·lS:90 07:00•17:00 
BRO sx.n MA.ll!STICPRJh-'Cl:SS RRf SKO NU:UWAMSTERDAM BRD SKO CARNIVAL FREEDOM f 07()(1"2D•lO 07:00-21:00 ON)0-20:00 
RRf iSKG rf,~~~~ BRO 

lwcdoc.id,,)y. AM,:wa. 10 Thumlay, Augus1 ll 
RRA 1s.r.o sArP>11R~.P1\1NC"Ess RRr sKG 01scovERY PR1NcEss 00:l0 • l0::IO 06:00· 17:00 
ORE SKO MILL~~IUM ORE SK(; ~~~OFTIIESEA 

FhO&y. ""'""' 12 RRF SXG RV8\' l'RINC'ESS 
06'°'1·l0:JO 

RRA SXG CARNIVAL FkEEOOM 
07:00-10:00 

StNl'day, July 9 
lUt.A SK.G C'"ARNlVAL MIRACl..F. 

07:00-21 00 
BRO SKO ZUJDE.RDA.M 

07:00- 21 :00 
RRF 

ls,1urday. July 16 

RIV. 

RRF 

RRf 

RRA 

RRF 

RRF SKG g.:~£!1::~ZABE.TH BRO j 

RRA SKG GRAND PRINCESS RR.A ; 
07:00-20:JO I 

SKG ~f :,g~w.~M RRF [ 

: Saturday, July 23 
BRO i SKO ZIJ IDF.RDAM RRF 

07:00 - 2 1 :00 

RRF ' 

Salurday, July JO 

ORE SKG GRAND PRINCESS RRA 
07:00- 20:JO 

RRA j SKG ~V:~rPtr RR.J' 

::1 
I Snurd.ay, August 6 - - - -

RRA SKG ZUIDER.DAM RJtF 
07:00- 2 L :00 

Hlil.O SKG VIKING ORION RRA 
O!NK\· 18:00 

RRf 

S11un!ay, AU&Utt J) 
BRD SKG GRAND PRINCESS RRA 

07:00· 20:)0 
RR.A : SKG ZUJDERDAM RRF 

07:00-21:00 RIIF SKG Sil VER MUSE 
07:00-17:DU 

BRD SKO MAJESTIC PRINCESS 
07:00-20:lO 

RRf isKO r~..J<i:N ENC'Olt.E RRA SKG DISNEY WONDER o,:ao .. 20:u a,,oa .. U>-U ORE S);O li!'/o':1;,;~k, MIRACLE RRf I 

BRO SX<J NORWWIAN JEWEL OR£ I 
~ • ...,.,, • ..,,_ 15 

RKA SKG VIKINOOIUON 
06;00 · 11.00 

BftD S"IC.<1 SILVER SHADOW 
07:00· 17:00 

RIIF 5KG MILLENNIUM 
01:00-20,)0 

SKG OVATJON OF SEAS 
11 :00·20:00 

SKG EMERALD PRINCESS 
07:00-20:)0 

Tuadi,.y, Augusl 16 
llltD SKG SOLSTICE 

07:00 - I R:00 
ORE SKG KONl>IGSDAM 

07:00- 20:00 
RRF SKG SAPPHTRE PRINCESS 

07,00·20:JO 
RRA SKG EMERALD PRINCESS 

07:00 • 20:JO 
Mond.q. AuguR 22 T"f:iCb.)'. Au$'DI :_) 

RR.A SXG RUBY PRINCESS RJtf 5KG SOLSllCE 
06:00- ZO:JO DH)O • ti 00 

ORD SJ<G SILVERMUSE BRO SKO KONINOSDAM 
07:00· )7:00 07:00-20:00 

RRF SKG RADIANCE OF THE SEA ORE $KG MAJESTIC PRINCESS 
07:00· l7:00 07:00-20:)0 

SKG OVATION OF SEAS RRA SKO 6.MEJtALI) Pfl.lNCESS 
07:00-19:00 01'.:00• 20/.)0 

BRO SKG NIEUW AMSTERDAM ORD 51W NOORDAM 
07:00·?1,00 - .• • 2~-

Wcdnesdly, Aup 17 'Thi\iNday. Alf.Pl\'1 I~ 
RRA SK<i RAOIANCE 01-1 THE: SF.A ORF. SkG DISCOVt-:ftV PAlJoK':f.SS 

07:00-17:00 06,-0 • 11• 
ORI:: SKG ~p~~rr~~N 1::NCORl:'. RltA SKt"i gJ~~1rN1»1.111 
RRF ! SKG MAJESTIC PRINCESS RRf SKG l< ll!IJW AMrn!PJlAM 

• 07:00·l0:)0 07:00·21,J)O 
8RD I SKG NOORDAM. SRO !SKG OUANTUM OFTHE'SEA 07:00-21~ 09:00· ]7:00 

I Wedne:sd..iy. Augu.s1 24 • Tiiunday, August 25 
RR.A ISK.G SI\Pl"H2R.£ PRINCESS R.Rf ISKG OlSCOVER\' PRINCESS 06:)0 - 20:30 06:00- 17:00 
ORE SKG MILLENNIUM ORE SKG QUANTUM OF THE SEA 

07:00 • 16:00 07:00 • 17:00 
RRF SKG NORWEGIANENCORE RRA SKG DISNEYWONDER 

07:00-20:15 07:00-20:lS 
BRO 1sxc ~i~~r.~STER.OA~ BRD !sKo iJ~~~t~ 

08 00-10:c» 
Ft~)'. Auau,I 19------~jrS,,,,,-d.ly. Av,W :0 

RRF S~G WORWEGlA J~'W~L "RU ISKCI ZUIOERDAM RRf 
C11a01>-17,00 Ol,OO·ll 00 

OR£ SKG CARNlVAL FREf.[)()M 
07:00- 20:00 

t1RD SK.G NORWt::GlAN SPlRIT 
0l:00-20:00 

Friday. A~wt 26 
ltRF SK.O CARNIVAL FREEDOM 

07:00 - 20:00 
RRA SKG CARN(V AL MIRACLE 

07:00-2100 
ORE SKG NORWEGIAN JEWEL 

08:00·20:00 
BRD 

RRF 

RRA 

St.tutdly. Augusc 27 
RRA I SKG GRAND PRINCESS 

07:00-20:)0 
RRf SKG ZUIDERDAM 

07:00-21:00 
BRO isKG VIKING ORION 

0~:OO· IK:00 

RRF 

BRD 

RRA 
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EXC.SGY-000642

Su.ad.a)'. Aql.lSl 23 
SKG SILVERMUSE 

j 07:()0 - 16:)0 
I 5KG l<OR"'EGIA!< SUN 

I OJ:OO·l0,00 
SKG S£VDI SW MARINER 

: 07:00 • :t71JO 

' : Sundlll)', S~embcr 4 
:SKG SF.VEN SF.AS MARINER 

0?:00 • ISOO 
SKG SILV[k SHADOW 

07:CI0· 16: J0 
SKG GRAND PRINCbSS 

01:00-20 }O 

1 ·-~- - - ---

-~~ia~ci~~~~ ~lfN 
07:00-lti:OO 

SKG SEVEN SEAS MARJNEI!. 
07:00-22:00 

Sunday. Sepltmbcr 2S 

Su~y. Octoba- 2 

1 
Sunday, Oclobn <J 

• Sunday. Ociobcr 16 

. . 
Moncby .. A~ 29 T uc:Mli)', Aup:sc lO . W~a,, Al6.gu.,1, ) 1 

BRO SKG SILVEltSUAOOW ORE SKG SOLSTICE RRA lsxc RADIANO,OfTllE.S EA 07,00-11~00 01:00-11:00 I D7;00• n :oo 
RRA sic.a ~,<?J'o'~'ig6~N sPrRJT BRD SKG 1;;o~!'H,~~AM ORE SKO W..!o~.l!lf' ENCORE 
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EXC.SGY-000643

EXHIBIT Q 

PLACEHOLDER 
Video of Board's Skagway public Zoom meeting held on 

December 27, 2021, to be provided on a USB drive. 
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EXC.SGY-000644

BRENA, BELL & 

Robin 0. Brena, Esq. 
Jake W. Staser, Esq. 
Laura S. Gould, Esq. 
Jack S. Wakeland, Esq. 
Brena, Bell & Walker, P.C. 
810 N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 
Telephone: (907) 258-2000 
E-Mail: rbrena@brenalaw.com 

jstaser@brenalaw.com 
lgould@brenalaw.com 
jwakeland@brenalaw.com 

Attorneys for Municipality of Skagway and Brad Ryan 

PLAINTIFF 
EX. SGY-2001 
ADMITTED 0 
3AN-21-08869CI 
(Case Number) 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA 

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT ANCHORAGE 

In the Matter of the 

2021 Redistricting Plan. 

Case No. lJU-21-00944 CI 

) 
) 
) Case No. 3AN-21-08869 CI 

(Consolidated) 

AFFIDAVIT OF ANDREW CREMATA 

STATE OF ALASKA ) 
) ss. 

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT ) 

Andrew Cremata, being first duly sworn, deposes and states : 

1. I am the Mayor for the Municipality of Skagway Borough("Skagway"). 

2. At the time the Complaint in the above-referenced case was filed and at all 

times to date, I have been a qualified, registered voter in the State of Alaska. I currently 

s~!~1!!.~~1~·~0 am a qualified, registered voter in the State of Alaska. 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 258-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 

AFFIDAVIT OF ANDREW CREMATA 
ITMO Redistricting Challenges, Case No. 3AN-21-08869 CI (Consolidated) 
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January 5, 2022 
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EXC.SGY-000645

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite JOO 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 258-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 

3. I have personal knowledge of and am competent to testify to the following 

facts. 

4. I have lived in Skagway for more than 26 years and have worked as an 

award-winning freelance columnist, journalist, and author since 2001- I have also been a 

tour sales manager for M&M Tours since 2003. I am currently the President of the Alaska 

State Elks Association and was a board member for the Taiya Inlet Watershed Council 

from 2002 through 2007. A biographical summary is attached_ 1 

5. I am in my third term as Skagway's mayor, having served since March 2019. 

6. I have first-hand knowledge regarding the socioeconomic ties between 

Skagway and downtown Juneau and, conversely the lack of such ties between Skagway 

and the Mendenhall Valley (Auke Bay and the Mendenhall Valley) by virtue of my 

personal experience as a resident, my work experience, and my role as the Mayor of 

Skagway. 

7. In my personal and professional experience, the socioeconomic connections 

between Skagway and downtown Juneau are not only obvious, but fundamental to 

Skagway' s economic and political future. 

I. FAIR REPRESENTATION 

8. According to the Alaska Supreme Court, the redistricting process must 

provide Alaskans with "'fair and effective representation' -the right to group effectiveness 

Exhibit A, Andrew Cremata Bio. 

AFFIDAVIT OF ANDREW CREMATA 
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EXC.SGY-000646

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99S01 

Phone: (907) 2511-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 

or an equally powerful vote. "2 The new District 3 fails to preserve group effectiveness and 

voting power for the people of Skagway. 

9. District 3 is drawn to combine Skagway and its 1,095 citizens with citizens 

from northern areas of Juneau, primarily the Mendenhall Valley area. 

10. The population of District 3 is dominated by voters residing in the 

Mendenhall Valley. As a result, elections in District 3 will be determined by the residents 

of these areas who lack the substantial socioeconomic integration that connects Skagway 

with downtown Juneau and thus lack the same alignment of political priorities. 

11. District 3 represents an improper pairing of Skagway with a larger population 

with which they have little in common. 

12. My core concern with the final map approved by the Board is inadequate 

representation and disenfranchisement of Skagway in the Alaska Legislature. Our 

community needs a representative that understands and is aligned with the nature of our 

economy and the challenges that face us. 

13. Because downtown Juneau shares these economic interests and challenges, 

sharing a district with that community makes good sense and has served Skagway well as 

part of House District 33. 

14. For the same reason, being redistricted away from that community in the new 

House District 3 and grouped with the Mendenhall Valley, which lacks the same 

2 Hickel v. S.E. Conj., 846 P.2d 38, 47 (Alaska 1992), as modified on reh 'g 
(Mar. 12, 1993) (quoting Kenai Peninsula Borough v. State, 743 P.2d 1352, 1363 
(Alaska 1987)). 

AFFIDAVIT OF ANDREW CREMATA 
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EXC.SGY-000647

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 ~· Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 25S-2000 

socioeconomic connection, makes no sense and harms Skagway's political and economic 

future. 

15. Skagway has been taken out of a court-approved and sensible status quo to 

be grouped with a larger community that does not share the same socioeconomic interests 

and risks drowning out our specific needs and concerns in terms of our State representation. 

16. Skagway's representation in State government must reflect our core interests 

lest their voices be drowned out by larger populations. While we can be confident in our 

representation with downtown Juneau as we have been for the last eight years, we have no 

such assurance with the Mendenhall Valley where our socioeconomic connections are so 

much less. 

17. In particular, the recent "Cruise Control" effort to place limits on cruise ship 

activity in Juneau are cause for concern that Skagway could be grouped with communities 

that actually oppose the cruise ship activity that we depend upon. 3 

18. While these efforts have failed for now, they suggest that grouping Skagway 

with communities that are not equally dependent upon tourism and the cruise ships may 

group us with people with conflicting socioeconomic priorities. There is no reason to risk 

Skagway's fair representation with this new District. 

II. SOCIOECONOMIC INTEGRATION 

19. According to the Hickel case, the delegates to Alaska's Constitutional 

Convention defined "an integrated socio-economic unit" as "a group of people living 

Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 3 
Exhibit B, "Cruise control on the ballot?", Juneau Empire (Apr. 30, 2021), available at 

https://www.juneauempire.com/news/cruise-control-on-the-ballot/. 
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EXC.SGY-000648

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

within a geographic unit, socio-economic, following if possible, similar economic 

pursuits."4 

20. In past redistricting cases, significant factors in determining socioeconomic 

integration have included common major economic activity, geographical similarities, 

common interest in land management, transportation ties, and historical links. 5 

21. The ties between Skagway and downtown Juneau are historic and 

longstanding. In the 1974 case of Groh v. Egan, which was prior to the substantial 

development of the Mendenhall Valley, the Alaska Supreme Court stated: 

There are close transportation ties between Juneau, Haines and Skagway by 
daily scheduled air flights and frequent ferry service; a Juneau-Haines 
highway connection has been planned. The district is quite distinct from the 
rest of the Southeast region by virtue of the nature of its development and the 
fact that it is almost entirely composed of portions of the mainland, rather 
than the islands of the archipelago; historically the three communities have 
always been closely linked, with Juneau serving as an economic hub for 
Haines and Skagway. 

22. In the generations since the Groh decision, the socioeconomic ties between 

Skagway and downtown Juneau have become even more pronounced, primarily due to the 

cruise ships that visit both communities. 

Phone: (907) 25S-2000 4 
Facsimile: (907)258-2001 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 46 (quoting 3 PACC 1873 (Jan. 12, 1956)). 

5 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 46 (quoting 3 PACC 1836 (Jan. 11, 1956)). 
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EXC.SGY-000649

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 

A. Common Major Economic Activity. 

23. In 1983, Skagway's arrivals included 40,066 via cruise ship; 25,288 via 

ferry; and 72,384 via highway; by 2019, these numbers had shifted to 983,917 via cruise 

ship; 9,640 via ferry; and 113,253 via highway. 6 

24. More than 95 percent of Skagway's economy is associated with the cruise 

ships and the tourism they bring, which is also the key economic component for downtown 

Juneau. This is shown in the State of Alaska report issued in April 2021 entitled "Impacts 

to Alaska from 2020/2021 Cruise Ship Season Cancellation."7 On the third page of this 

report, Juneau is shown to have lost $33,706,844 for a single year under a no-sail order, 

while Skagway lost $13,233,250, an amount exceeding 100 percent of Skagway's annual 

operating budget. 

25. Skagway' s reliance on the cruise ship industry as the basis for its local 

economy intertwines its interests with that of downtown Juneau. 

26. In 2018, Carnival Corporation via its subsidiary Holland America Princess 

Alaska Tours purchased the White Pass & Yukon Route railway, Skagway's largest single 

employer, for $290 million. 8 

6 Exhibit C, Skagway Arrivals by Category 1983-2021, available at 
https://www.skagway.org/sites/default/files/fileattachments/skagway visitor department/page/3 
_11/seasonal visitor stats 1983-2021 .pdf 

7 Exhibit D, "Impacts to Alaska from 2020/2021 Cruise Ship Season Cancellation" 
(Apr. 2021) available at https: //gov .alaska. gov/wp-content/uploads/sites/2/04082021-Cruise
Impacts-to-Alaska.pdf. 

Anchorage, Alaska 99501 g 
Exhibit E, "Cruise ship giant Carnival buys White Pass & Yukon Route," CBC News 

(June 7, 2018), available at https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/north/white-pass-train-sold
camival-1.4696188. 

Phone: (907) ZSS-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 
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EXC.SGY-000650

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 2511-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 

27. Skagway is the third-most visited port in Alaska, with Juneau as the most-

visited, and in addition to hosting the same cruise ships they also both receive funding from 

the State based on the Commercial Passenger Vessel ("CPV") excise tax that is distributed 

to the top seven ports of call. 9 This funding, amounting to approximately $5 million per 

year, is integral to our community and further reinforces the need to coordinate our 

governmental efforts with downtown Juneau on all levels of government and policy to 

protect our common interests. 

28. The CPV funding to Juneau and Skagway reflects the seasonal infrastructure 

impacts of this common major economic activity, as shown in a 2019 study of cruise ship 

presence in Skagway: 

Skagway's population temporarily, but dramatically, increases each year as 
businesses and government agencies gear up to provide services, facilities 
and products to meet the demands of upwards of 1.5 million visitors. Each 
year, the expansion of the local labor pool "more than doubles," perhaps 
triples, the year-round population of Skagway. Those estimates may actually 
understate the actual increase; because many of these individuals are 
accompanied by families, partners and others, not all of whom are counted 
in official employment data. In any event, while the annual seasonal influx 
of temporary residents represents an understandable response to a thriving 
but seasonal visitor industry, the fact remains that the Municipality must be 
prepared to accommodate a doubling or tripling of the "resident" population 
for 40- 50% of the year, every year, on its public facilities and services. 10 

9 Exhibit F, ADOT report entitled "Commercial Passenger Vessel Excise Tax: Community 
Needs, Priorities, Shared Revenue, and Expenditures" (Feb. 2017) at 2, available at 
https://dot.alaska.gov/stwddes/desbridge/assets/grant/seward/seward visitor 07 16.pdf. 

10 Exhibit G, "A Review: 2019 Cruise Ship Presence, Skagway, Alaska," Van Altvorst 
& Associates, (Apr. 8, 2019) at 5, available at 
~https://www.skagway.org/sites/default/files/fileattachments/port of skagway/page/277/final 20 
19 skg cpv update 2019 04 08 l.pdf 
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EXC.SGY-000651

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) ZSS-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 

29. The cruise ships bring many shared opportunities and challenges to 

downtown Juneau and Skagway. I am part of a working group with the mayors of Juneau 

and Ketchikan to facilitate constant communication and cooperation on our shared interests 

as port communities. 

30. As a concrete demonstration of these shared interests, Skagway joined 

Ketchikan in pledging $100,000 in support of Juneau's litigation against the cruise industry 

regarding the use of head taxes and passenger fees. 11 

31. Particular projects and policies that tie Skagway to the Juneau port include 

port electrification, a possible electrical intertie, a cruise ship excise tax, and cruise ship 

scheduling. The regional headquarters for the Alaska Department of Transportation and 

Public Facilities is also located in Juneau. The interests of Skagway and downtown Juneau 

are intertwined in these areas and will only become more so as we look to 2022 and beyond. 

32. Additionally, other tourism-related businesses operate in both Skagway and 

downtown Juneau, as shown by the more than 20 businesses with Skagway business 

licenses that list their principal address in Juneau. 12 It is common for tour operators to 

offer combination booking of activities in both communities, for example whale watching 

in Juneau combined with riding the train in Skagway. 13 

11 Exhibit H, Municipality of Skagway Resolution No. 19-07R (Feb.21, 2019), available at 

0
https:/ /www .skagway.org/sites/default/fiJes/fiJeattachments/ ordinance/3 8241 /res 19-
_07r cbj v clia appeal support.pdf 

12 Exhibit I, Spreadsheet of Skagway Business Licenses. 

13 Exhibit J, "Skagway Combo Tours" available at 
=http://www.skagwayalaskatours.com/skagway-combo-tours 
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EXC.SGY-000652

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite JOO 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 2SS-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 

33. The COVID-19 pandemic and its devastating impacts on Skagway provided 

a stark reminder of our interconnected interests with downtown Juneau as we sought 

federal assistance for our communities to mitigate the loss of the cruise ships with 

Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security ("CARES") and American Rescue Plan 

Act ("ARP A") funds. 

34. Skagway suffered a 99.68 percent reduction of arrival numbers in 2020 due 

to the COVID-19 pandemic, with total losses estimated at over $300 million in taxable 

revenue spent within the community and $26.6 in taxes collected. 14 

35. Skagway received federal CARES Act funding of approximately $7 million 

because it is a major cruise industry port of call, a designation Skagway shares with Juneau; 

$1.9 million in COVID-19 mitigation for cruise passengers; and nearly $10 million in 

ARP A funds to mitigate loss of cruise ship revenue. 

36. Skagway remains under a declaration of financial emergency due to the 

devastating economic impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic. 15 

37. The economic ties between Skagway, Juneau, and the cruise industry were 

further underscored when Norwegian Cruise Line announced a $10 million donation to six 

Alaska port cities including Juneau and Skagway. 16 

14 Exhibit K, "Economic Impact of COVID-19 on Skagway, Alaska" (Mar. 30, 2021). 

15 Exhibit L, Municipality of Skagway Resolution No. 21-19R (June 17, 2021), available at 
https://www.skagway.org/sites/default/fi les/fileattachments/ordinance/46830/res 2 l-
19r li fting health emergency declaration.pdf 

16 Exhibit M, "Norwegian Cruise Line donates $10M to six southeast Alaska communities," 
Alaska's News Source (May 9, 2021), available at 
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EXC.SGY-000653

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 2511-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 

38. The unprecedented strain and uncertainty of the COVID-19 pandemic has 

only underscored the shared interests of Skagway and downtown Juneau as socioeconomic 

partners through their common major economic activity of attracting cruise ship tourism. 

39. Working to mitigate the impacts of the pandemic has required constant 

coordination our state and federal legislators on cruise ship issues, for example supporting 

the federal exemption for certain cruise ships sailing to Alaska from the provisions in the 

Passenger Vessel Services Act. 17 It is vital that we have representatives who understand 

and appreciate the vital importance of cruise ship sailings for Skagway. The Mendenhall 

Valley has not faced any of these same severe impacts from COVID-19 shared by Skagway 

and downtown Juneau. 

40. Unlike my constant contact with all levels of government in downtown 

Juneau, I have had no cause to travel to or otherwise confer with the Mendenhall Valley 

on any substantial policy matters. Just as the presence of a cruise ship port makes 

downtown Juneau entirely relevant to Skagway, the absence of such a port from the other 

areas of Juneau make them at best essentially irrelevant to Skagway from a socioeconomic 

standpoint. At worst, they may have competing or conflicting interests to Skagway with 

regard to the tourism industry. 

https:/ /www .alaskasnewssource.com/202 1 /05/10/norwegian-cmise-Line-donates-10-million-to
six-southeast-alaska-communities/ 

17 Exhibit N, Letter from Mayor Cremata to Representative Kiehl and federal delegation 
(Mar. 8, 2021). 
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EXC.SGY-000654

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 258-2000 
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41. Because the Mendenhall Valley does not share any of the same cruise ship 

tourism interests and issues as Skagway, it must be deemed less socioeconomically 

integrated with Skagway than downtown Juneau. 

B. Geography, Land Management, and Historical Links. 

42. Both Skagway and downtown Juneau feature small, densely-populated 

business districts centered around their cruise ports, set between the ocean and the 

mountains. These communities share the same public safety concerns regarding avalanches 

and mudslides, storm surges, and other weather events, as well as managing the street 

crowding that comes with the cruise ships. 

43. Both communities have a culture concentrated around restaurants and the 

performing arts, with small unique storefronts and individually-owned businesses catering 

to visitors amongst the historical buildings reflecting our shared heritage dating back to the 

Gold Rush era. The common identity shared between Skagway and downtown Juneau is 

apparent to anyone who has visited them. 

44. Unlike downtown Juneau, the Mendenhall Valley area shares virtually 

nothing in common with Skagway. It is a sprawling suburb area with box stores, strip 

malls, shopping malls, fast food chains, and trailer parks. 

45. The Mendenhall Valley lacks the historical foundation, longstanding 

businesses and tourism focus that links downtown Juneau with Skagway. 

46. Every reason for Skagway and downtown Juneau to continue their joint 

representation is a reason against joining Skagway with the Mendenhall Valley. The 

common cultural identity is not present, and a representative trying to represent the 
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majority interest of this strange new district the Board has drawn would likely have reason 

to give Skagway' s interests lower priority if they ran counter to the different interests of 

the Mendenhall Valley. 

C. Transportation. 

47. Skagway citizens often travel to and through downtown Juneau to shop at 

Costco or stay at local hotels. The airport is often our only reliable means of travel in and 

out of Skagway. The downtown Juneau area also contains Bartlett Regional Hospital, 

which serves as the local hospital for the people of Skagway. The medical director for 

Skagway' s clinic also works at Bartlett Regional. 

48. While the Auke Bay ferry terminal connects to Skagway via the Marine 

Highway System, that System that has become increasingly unreliable and recent articles 

have discussed the imminent shutdown of all ferry service to Skagway during the month 

of January 2022. 18 

49. When comparing the sailing schedule and passenger numbers of the ferry to 

those of the scheduled cruise ship visits in 2022, 19 the overwhelming importance of the 

cruise ships to Skagway is readily apparent. Again, since 1986, ferry arrivals have 

decreased from 25,288 to 9,640 in 2019, a decrease of almost 62 percent, while cruise 

arrivals have increased from 40,066 to 983,917, an increase of nearly 2500 percent. 

18 Exhibit 0, "Skagway left out as DOT scrambles to accommodate ferry-riding lawmakers," 
KHNS FM (Dec.7, 2021), available at https://khns .. org/skagway-left-out-as-dot-scrambles-to
accommodate-ferry-riding-lawmakers. 

19 Exhibit C, supra; Exhibit P, Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska Cruise Ship Calendar for 2022. 
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BRENA, BELL & 

50. The ferry terminal at Auke Bay is not a meaningful socioeconomic 

connection between Skagway and north Juneau, because in my experience most of the 

passengers from Skagway will be heading right out of District 3 toward downtown Juneau 

in District 4. 

51. All the above supports Skagway staying with downtown Juneau for fair 

representation of its true socioeconomic integration. 

III. DISTRICT DESIGN AND PUBLIC PROCESS 

52. Under Article VI, Section 6 of the Alaska Constitution: 

Each house district shall be formed of contiguous and compact territory 
containing as nearly as practicable a relatively integrated socio-economic 
area. Each shall contain a population as near as practicable to the quotient 
obtained by dividing the population of the state by forty. Each senate district 
shall be composed as near as practicable of two contiguous house districts. 
Consideration may be given to local government boundaries. Drainage and 
other geographic features shall be used in describing boundaries wherever 
possible. 

53. Because Skagway is already part of a district with downtown Juneau that 

passed constitutional muster and is working well for Skagway, and it is not difficult to 

maintain that district design with some minor shifts for population changes, Skagway had 

no need to advance a separate proposal as we support the status quo in our area. 

54. We already have a compact, contiguous, and socioeconomically integrated 

district and are only seeking to keep it intact. Several of the maps before the Board 

accomplished this, including Board Proposed Plan v.4, the Doyon Coalition Proposed Plan, 

s~~1!!.~i~-~oo and the Senate Minority Caucus Plan. 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 25S-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 
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55. The new Districts 3 and 4 are separated by an artificial boundary the Board 

made by drawing a new line through the midst of residential and commercial zones north 

of the airport, in effect dividing both the socioeconomically integrated area of the 

Mendenhall Valley to account for the population change of dividing the socioeconomically 

integrated areas of Skagway, Haines, and downtown Juneau. 

56. The existing Districts 33 and 34 use a much more natural line at the edge of 

the airport that keeps both the Haines-Skagway-downtown Juneau and the Mendenhall 

communities intact: 
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57. Because most people from Skagway and elsewhere are using the airport to 

reach downtown Juneau rather than Auke Bay or the Valley, including the airport in the 

downtown district would be the most contiguous option and appears easily done with 

minimal population change. 

58. Regardless, which side of the line the airport lands is less important than 

ensuring that Skagway's fundamental socioeconomic connection with downtown Juneau 

is reflected and protected in its House District. 

59. The Board did not visit Skagway during its public meetings, so we requested 

and received a Zoom meeting on October 27, 2021. 

60. I was among the dozen people who delivered the consensus position of the 

BRENA, BELL & Borough Assembly, Borough Manager and myself as Mayor that Skagway should remain 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite JOO 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 25S-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 
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with downtown Juneau based on our core socioeconomic connection20 . Since this 

connection was already reflected in the current district map approved by the courts, the 

Board's conclusion seemed straightforward. 

61. The Board did not raise questions or issues with our testimony during the 

public meeting. 

62. In my observation of the process and discussion with others, most of the 

testimony of the Mendenhall area also testified in favor of keeping that community together 

and undoing the Board's arbitrary line between Districts 3 and 4. 

63. Contrary to all this testimony, the Board's final plan carved Skagway away 

from downtown Juneau and divided the Mendenhall Valley community with an arbitrary 

line. 

64. The Board's actions seem to render the public input in this process irrelevant 

and in my view disenfranchise the people of Skagway in the Alaska Legislature. 

65. Skagway's position is simple: we ask only that the previously approved 

district shape of House District 33, which reflects the socioeconomic reality of Skagway 

and downtown Juneau, is effectively restored to ensure Skagway's interests remain 

protected by representation alongside this socioeconomically integrated community. 

66. I reserve the right to supplement this testimony following further discovery 

and depositions in this matter. 

20 Exhibit Q, Video of Board's Skagway Public Zoom Meeting.2021-10-27. 
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lbaxter@schwabe.com 
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Jake W. Staser, Esq. 
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Attorneys for Municipality of Skagway and Brad Ryan 

PLAINTIFF 
Ex.SGY-2002 
ADMITTED 0 
3AN-21-08869CI 
(Case Number) 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA 

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT ANCHORAGE 

In the Matter of the 

2021 Redistricting Plan. 

Case No. lJU-21-00944 CI 

) 
) 
) Case No. 3AN-21-08869 CI 

( Consolidated) 

AFFIDAVIT OF JANICE WRENTMORE 

STATE OF ALASKA ) 
) ss. 

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT ) 

Janice Wrentmore, being first duly sworn, deposes and states: 

1. I have lived and worked in the Municipality of Skagway ("Skagway") since 

1978. 

2. At the time the Complaint in the above-referenced case was filed and at all 

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.c. times to date, I have been a qualified, registered voter in the State of Alaska. I currently 

810 N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 258-2000 

Facsimile: (907)2SS-2001 am a qualified, registered voter in the State of Alaska. 
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3. I have personal knowledge of and am competent to testify to the following 

facts. 

4. In 1970, I visited Juneau and was totally charmed by the small town perched 

on the edge of the ocean with gigantic mountains looming behind it. I went home to Ohio, 

packed up, and moved to downtown Juneau. In 1978, I moved to Skagway, another small 

town where steep mountains and a narrow valley frame a busy cruise ship port. I purchased 

the historic Red Onion Saloon, then a gift shop, and in 1980, after restoring the interior, I 

opened it as a bar and brothel museum. I have owned and operated the Red Onion ever 

since, along with other local tour ventures such as the Burro Creek Wilderness Lodge and 

the Liarsville Gold Rush Trail Camp. I was a founding member of the Skagway 

Convention and Visitors Bureau, serving on the Board for nearly 20 years and as Chair for 

many of those. For the last nine years I have chaired the Skagway Mayor's Marine 

Highway Ad Hoc Committee. My biography is attached. 1 

5. Today, the downtown districts of Skagway and Juneau still share many of 

the same characteristics I found so charming in 1970. The common identity is apparent to 

anyone who has visited them. Both are busy, seasonal cruise ship ports where passengers 

and crew bring a degree of international charm to the community. The shops that line the 

downtown streets of both communities are, for the most part, individually-owned small 

businesses, catering to visitors. Many of these businesses are housed in historic buildings 

BRENA, BELL & such as the Red Onion in Skagway or the Valentine Building in Juneau. Our communities 
WALKER, P.C. 

8JO N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 258-2000 
Fac,imile: (907) 258-2001 

Exhibit A Janice Wrentmore Biography. 
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share a culture concentrated around restaurants, drinking establishments, and performing 

arts. 

6. The lure of scenic beauty, history, and unique shopping experiences have all 

contributed to the overwhelming success of our cruise ship industries. This success has 

brought challenges as our communities struggle to deal with density of population, 

crowded streets, and a crush of tourists who require services during their brief stays. 

Seasonality ofrevenue, anti-hawking ordinances, scarcity of housing for employees, public 

sanitation, emergency medical services, and port infrastructure are only some of the issues 

that both communities face on an ongoing basis. 

7. The dramatic terrain of steep mountains m close proximity to a narrow 

coastline bring their own risks and hazards. Skagway and downtown Juneau share safety 

concerns of avalanches and mudslides; storm surge inundation; tsunamis; coastal freeze 

and thaw; and dock and infrastructure failure due to undersea events. 

8. Unlike downtown Juneau, the Mendenhall Valley area shares none of the 

charm ofSkagway's historic bustling seaport. It is a sprawling suburb area with box stores, 

strip malls, shopping malls, fast food chains, and trailer parks. The common cultural 

identity is simply not present. The concerns of the Mendenhall Valley business owners are 

a world apart from Skagway's and any representative from this area would likely have little 

understanding of complex challenges the cruise ship industry brings to small towns. 

BRENA, BELL & My combined experience has made me intimately familiar with the essential 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 • 1 k 
Phone, (907) 2ss-2000 economic and governmenta connections between S agway and downtown Juneau, which 

F•c,lmilc: (907) 258-2001 
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share a crucial focus on the cruise ships visiting both communities and the many 

opportunities and challenges that come with them. 

9. As my bio indicates, I have represented Skagway's concerns in Juneau as 

their lobbyist, as well as having worked for Governor Tony Knowles and other State 

officials. My combined experience has made me intimately familiar with the essential 

economic and governmental connections between Skagway and downtown Juneau, which 

share a crucial focus on the cruise ships visiting both communities and the many 

opportunities and challenges that come with them. 

10. These deep connections do not exist with the Mendenhall Valley, as that area 

lacks the cruise ships and other economic interests that fundamentally link Skagway with 

downtown Juneau and other ports in terms of its economic and political future. 

I. FAIR REPRESENTATION 

11. According to the Alaska Supreme Court, the redistricting process must 

provide Alaskans with "'fair and effective representation' -the right to group effectiveness 

or an equally powerful vote."2 The new District 3 fails to preserve group effectiveness and 

voting power for the people of Skagway. Skagway is a town that takes its government 

seriously and has a high tum-out rate for elections. Forcing us into representation that is 

not truly representative is a move that undermines the spirit of "government for the people 

by the people." 

2 Hickel v. S.E. Conj, 846 P.2d 38, 47 (Alaska 1992), as modified on reh 'g (Mar. 12, 1993) 
(quoting Kenai Peninsula Borough v. State, 743 P.2d 1352, 1363 (Alaska 1987)). 
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12. District 3 is drawn to combine Skagway and its 1,095 citizens with citizens 

from northern areas of Juneau, primarily the Mendenhall Valley area. 

13. The population of District 3 is dominated by voters residing in the 

Mendenhall Valley. As a result, elections in District 3 will be determined by the residents 

of these areas who lack the substantial geographic and socioeconomic integration that 

connects Skagway with downtown Juneau and thus lack the same alignment of political 

priorities. Even priorities for fundamental public safety issues such as disaster 

preparedness would be drastically different for residents of the Mendenhall Valley 

compared to Skagway. 

14. District 3 represents an improper pairing of Skagway with a larger population 

with which they have little in common. The success of Skagway and downtown Juneau's 

tourism industries helps to make the economy of the entire State stronger. Tourism is one 

of the cornerstones of Alaska's economy. Watering down our representation and our 

ability to maneuver in this rapidly changing marketplace can only harm the strength of 

Alaska's economy overall. 

15. The Board's process of continually revising maps is beyond confusing for 

the lay person. My core concern with the final map approved by the Alaska Redistricting 

Board ("Board") is inadequate representation and disenfranchisement of Skagway in the 

Alaska Legislature. Our community needs a representative that understands and is aligned 

with the nature of our economy and the challenges that face us. 

16. Because downtown Juneau shares these economic interests and challenges, 

sharing a district with that community makes good sense and has served Skagway well. 
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As part of House District 33, we have been able to work together to meet challenges of the 

this rapidly growing industry that dominates our economic landscape. 

17. For the same reason, being redistricted away from that community in the new 

House District 3 and grouped with the Mendenhall Valley, which lacks the same 

socioeconomic connection, makes no sense and harms Skagway's political and economic 

future. 

18. Skagway has been taken out of a court-approved and sensible status quo to 

be grouped with a larger community that does not share the same socioeconomic interests 

and risks drowning out our specific needs and concerns in terms of our State representation. 

19. Skagway' s representation in State government must reflect our core interests 

lest our voices be drowned out by larger populations. While we can be confident in our 

representation with downtown Juneau as we have been for the last eight years, we have no 

such assurance with the Mendenhall Valley where our socioeconomic connections are so 

much less. 

20. In particular, the recent "Cruise Control" effort to place limits on cruise ship 

activity in Juneau are cause for concern that Skagway could be grouped with communities 

that actually oppose the cruise ship activity that we depend upon. 3 

21. While these efforts have failed for now, they suggest that grouping Skagway 

with communities that are not equally dependent upon tourism and the cruise ships may 

3 Exhibit B, "Cruise control on the ballot?", Juneau Empire (Apr. 30, 2021), available at 
https://www. juneauempire.com/news/cruise-control-on-the-ballot/. 
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group us with people with conflicting socioeconomic priorities. There is no reason to risk 

Skagway's fair representation with this new District. 

II. SOCIOECONOMIC INTEGRATION 

22. According to the Hickel case, the delegates to Alaska's Constitutional 

Convention defined "an integrated socio-economic unit" as "a group of people living 

within a geographic unit, socio-economic, following if possible, similar economic 

pursuits."4 

23. In past redistricting cases, significant factors in determining socioeconomic 

integration have included common major economic activity, geographical similarities, 

common interest in land management, transportation ties, and historical links. 5 

24. The ties between Skagway and downtown Juneau are historic and 

longstanding. In the 1974 case of Groh v. Egan, which was prior to the substantial 

development of the Mendenhall Valley, the Alaska Supreme Court stated: 

There are close transportation ties between Juneau, Haines and Skagway by 
daily scheduled air flights and frequent ferry service; a Juneau-Haines 
highway connection has been planned. The district is quite distinct from the 
rest of the Southeast region by virtue of the nature of its development and the 
fact that it is almost entirely composed of portions of the mainland, rather 
than the islands of the archipelago; historically the three communities have 
always been closely linked, with Juneau serving as an economic hub for 
Haines and Skagway. 

Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 4 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 46 (quoting 3 PACC 1873 (Jan. 12, 1956)). 
5 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 46 (quoting 3 PACC 1836 (Jan. 11, 1956)). 
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25. In the generations since the Groh decision, the socioeconomic ties between 

Skagway and downtown Juneau have become even more pronounced, primarily due to the 

cruise ships that visit both communities. 

A. Common Major Economic Activity. 

26. In 1983, Skagway's arrivals included 40,066 via cruise ship; 25,288 via 

ferry; and 72,384 via highway; by 2019, these numbers had shifted to 983,917 via cruise 

ship; 9,640 via ferry; and 113,253 via highway. 6 

27. More than 95 percent of Skagway's economy is associated with the cruise 

ships and the tourism they bring, which is also the key economic component for downtown 

Juneau. This is shown in the State of Alaska report issued in April 2021 entitled "Impacts 

to Alaska from 2020/2021 Cruise Ship Season Cancellation."7 On the third page of this 

report, Juneau is shown to have lost $33,706,844 for a single year under a no-sail order, 

while Skagway lost $13,233,250, an amount exceeding 100 percent of Skagway's annual 

operating budget. 

28. Skagway's reliance on the cruise ship industry as the basis for its local 

economy intertwines its interests with that of downtown Juneau. 

29. In 2018, Carnival Corporation via its subsidiary Holland America Princess 

Alaska Tours purchased the White Pass & Yukon Route railway, Skagway's largest single 

6 Exhibit C, Skagway Arrivals by Category 1983-2021, available at 
https://www.skagway.org/sites/default/files/fileattachment /skagway visitor department/page/3 
~11/seasonal visitor stats 1983-2021.pdf 
7 Exhibit D, "Impacts to Alaska from 2020/2021 Cruise Ship Season Cancellation" (Apr. 
2021) available at https://gov .ala ka.gov/wp-content/uploads/ ites/2/04082021 -Cruise-lmpacts
to-Alaska. pdf. 
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employer for $290 million. 8 This purchase clearly demonstrates that not only does 

Skagway depend on the cruise line industry, but that the industry depends on Skagway 

30. Skagway is the third-most visited port in Alaska, with Juneau as the 

most-visited, and in addition to hosting the same cruise ships, they also both receive 

funding from the State based on the Commercial Passenger Vessel ("CPV") excise tax that 

is distributed to the top seven ports of call. 9 This funding, amounting to approximately 

$5 million per year, is integral to our community and further reinforces the need to 

coordinate our governmental efforts with downtown Juneau on all levels of government 

and policy to protect our common interests. 

31. The CPV funding to Juneau and Skagway reflects the seasonal infrastructure 

impacts of this common major economic activity, as shown in a 2019 study of cruise ship 

presence in Skagway: 

Skagway's population temporarily, but dramatically, increases each year as 
businesses and government agencies gear up to provide services, facilities 
and products to meet the demands of upwards of 1.5 million visitors. Each 
year, the expansion of the local labor pool "more than doubles," perhaps 
triples, the year-round population of Skagway. Those estimates may actually 
understate the actual increase; because many of these individuals are 
accompanied by families, partners and others, not all of whom are counted 
in official employment data. In any event, while the annual seasonal influx 
of temporary residents represents an understandable response to a thriving 
but seasonal visitor industry, the fact remains that the Municipality must be 

8 Exhibit E, "Cruise ship giant Carnival buys White Pass & Yukon Route," CBC News 

(June 7, 2018), available at https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/north/wh ite-pass-train-sold

camival-l.4696188. 
9 Exhibit F, ADOT report entitled "Commercial Passenger Vessel Excise Tax: Community 

Needs, Priorities, Shared Revenue, and Expenditures" (Feb. 2017) at 2, available at 

https://dot.alaska.gov/stwddes/desbridge/assets/ grant/seward/seward visitor 07 16.pdf 
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prepared to accommodate a doubling or tripling of the "resident" population 
for 40- 50% of the year, every year, on its public facilities and services. 10 

32. The cruise ships bring many shared opportunities and challenges to 

downtown Juneau and Skagway. Mayor Andrew Cremata is part of a working group with 

the mayors of Juneau and Ketchikan to facilitate constant communication and cooperation 

on our shared interests as port communities. 

33. As a concrete demonstration of these shared interests, Skagway joined 

Ketchikan in pledging $100,000 in support of Juneau's litigation against the cruise industry 

regarding the use of head taxes and passenger fees. 11 

34. The business associations of Skagway and downtown Juneau are similar, and 

several businesses operate in both communities. Skagway residents and officials regularly 

travel to and through downtown Juneau, and the governments of Skagway and Juneau are 

frequently in close consultation regarding shared policy matters, particularly port 

management and cruise ship issues. In my perspective based on practical experience, this 

vital shared interest necessitates the alignment of Skagway and downtown Juneau for 

representation in state government. This longstanding partnership between our 

communities has served us well. As Thomas Bertran Lance used to say, "If it ain't broke, 

don't fix it." 

10 Exhibit G, "A Review: 2019 Cruise Ship Presence, Skagway, Alaska," Van Altvorst 
& Associates, (Apr. 8, 2019) at 5, available at 
,bttps://www.skagway.org/sites/default/fi1es/fileattachments/port of skagway/page/277/final 20 
.19 skg cpv update 2019 04 08 1.pdf 
11 Exhibit H, Municipality of Skagway Resolution No. 19-07R (Feb. 21, 2019), available at 
,https ://www .skagway.org/si tes/ default/files/fileattachments/ ordinance/3 8241 /res 19-
,07 r cbj v clia appeal support.pdf 
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35. Particular projects and policies that tie Skagway to the Juneau port include 

port electrification, a possible electrical intertie, a cruise ship excise tax, and cruise ship 

scheduling. The regional headquarters for the Alaska Department of Transportation and 

Public Facilities is also located in Juneau as well as marine-related government agencies 

such as the Coast Guard and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 

(NOAA). The interests of Skagway and downtown Juneau are intertwined in these areas 

and will only become more so as we look to 2022 and beyond. 

36. Additionally, other tourism-related businesses operate in both Skagway and 

downtown Juneau, as shown by the more than 20 businesses with Skagway business 

licenses that list their principal address in Juneau. 12 It is common for tour operators to 

offer combination booking of activities in both communities, for example whale watching 

in Juneau combined with riding the train in Skagway. 13 In 2005, my Liarsville salmon 

bake was purchased by Bob Dindinger of Alaska Travel Adventures, who operates a 

salmon bake in Juneau. 

37. As a more than 40-year business owner in Skagway, I can personally testify 

to the devastation brought to small businesses like mine from the current pandemic. 

COVID-19 's impacts on Skagway provided a stark reminder of our interconnected interests 

with downtown Juneau as we sought federal assistance for our communities to mitigate the 

loss of the cruise ships with Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security ("CARES") 

12 Exhibit I, Spreadsheet of Skagway Business Licenses. 
13 Exhibit J, "Skagway Combo Tours" available at 
http://www.skagwayalaskatours.com/skagway-combo-tours 
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and American Rescue Plan Act ("ARP A") funds. Without the grant support my businesses 

received, I would be bankrupt today and many of my long-time valued employees would 

be leaving Alaska to look for work. 

38. Skagway suffered a 99.68 percent reduction of arrival numbers in 2020 due 

to the COVID-19 pandemic, with total losses estimated at over $300 million in taxable 

revenue spent within the community and $26.6 in taxes collected. 14 

39. Skagway received federal CARES Act funding of approximately $7 million 

because it is a major cruise industry port of call, a designation Skagway shares with Juneau, 

$1.9 million in COVID-19 mitigation for cruise passengers, and nearly $10 million in 

ARP A funds to mitigate loss of cruise ship revenue. 

40. Skagway remains under a declaration of financial emergency due to the 

devastating economic impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic. 15 

41. The economic ties between Skagway, Juneau, and the cruise industry were 

further underscored when Norwegian Cruise Line announced a $10 million donation to six 

Alaska port cities including Juneau and Skagway. 16 

14 Exhibit K, "Economic Impact of COVID-19-19 on Skagway, Alaska" (Mar. 30, 2021). 
15 Exhibit L, Municipality of Skagway Resolution No. 21-19R (June 17, 2021), available at 
_https://www.skagway.org/sites/ defaul t/fi les/:fileattachments/ ordinance/ 46830/res 21-
19r lifting health emergency declaration.pdf 
16 Exhibit M, "Norwegian Cruise Line donates $10M to six southeast Alaska communities," 
Alaska's News Source (May 9, 2021), available at 
_https://www.alaskasnewssource.com/2021 /05/ l 0/norwegian-crui e-line-donates-10-million-to
six-southeast-alaska-communities/ 
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42. The unprecedented strain and uncertainty of the COVID-19 pandemic has 

only underscored the shared interests of Skagway and downtown Juneau as socioeconomic 

partners through their common major economic activity of attracting cruise ship tourism. 

43. Working to mitigate the impacts of the pandemic has required constant 

coordination our state and federal legislators on cruise ship issues, for example supporting 

the federal exemption for certain cruise ships sailing to Alaska from the provisions in the 

Passenger Vessel Services Act. 17 It is vital that we have representatives who understand 

and appreciate the vital importance of cruise ship sailings for Skagway and are familiar 

with port and waterfront issues. The Mendenhall Valley has not faced any of these same 

severe impacts from COVID-19 shared by Skagway and downtown Juneau. 

44. Because the Mendenhall Valley does not share any of the same cruise ship 

tourism interests and issues as Skagway, it must be deemed less socioeconomically 

integrated with Skagway than downtown Juneau. 

B. Geography, Land Management, and Historical Links. 

45. Both Skagway and downtown Juneau feature small, densely-populated 

business districts centered around their cruise ports, set between the ocean and the 

mountains. These communities share the same public safety concerns regarding 

avalanches and mudslides, storm surges, and other weather events, as well as managing the 

street crowding that comes with the cruise ships. 

17 Exhibit N, Letter from Mayor Cremata to Representative Kiehl and federal delegation 
(Mar. 8, 2021). 
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46. Both communities have a culture concentrated around restaurants and the 

performing arts, with small unique storefronts and individually-owned businesses catering 

to visitors amongst the historical buildings reflecting our shared heritage dating back to the 

Gold Rush era. The common identity shared between Skagway and downtown Juneau is 

apparent to anyone who has visited them. 

47. Unlike downtown Juneau, the Mendenhall Valley area shares virtually 

nothing in common with Skagway. It is a sprawling suburb area with box stores, strip 

malls, shopping malls, fast food chains, and trailer parks. 

48. The Mendenhall Valley lacks the historical foundation, longstanding 

businesses, and tourism focus that links downtown Juneau with Skagway. 

49. Every reason for Skagway and downtown Juneau to continue their joint 

representation is a reason against joining Skagway with the Mendenhall Valley. The 

common cultural identity is not present, and a representative trying to represent the 

majority interest of this strange new district the Board has drawn would likely have reason 

to give Skagway' s interests lower priority if they ran counter to the different interests of 

the Mendenhall Valley. 

C. Transportation. 

50. Skagway citizens often travel to and through downtown Juneau to shop at 

Costco or stay at local hotels. The airport is often our only reliable means of travel in and 

out of Skagway. The downtown Juneau area also contains Bartlett Regional Hospital, 

which serves as the local hospital for the people of Skagway. The medical director for 

Skagway's clinic also works at Bartlett Regional. 
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51. While the Auke Bay ferry terminal connects to Skagway via the Marine 

Highway System, that System that has become increasingly unreliable and recent articles 

have discussed the imminent shutdown of all ferry service to Skagway during the month 

of January 2022. 18 

52. When comparing the sailing schedule and passenger numbers of the ferry to 

those of the scheduled cruise ship visits in 2022, 19 the overwhelming importance of the 

cruise ships to Skagway is readily apparent. The unrelenting decreases in ferry service 

have made it too difficult for visitors to plan their vacations around the ferry. Instead, the 

trend seems to be to cruise or fly. And, as the state's budget woes do not appear to be 

solved any time soon, these trends will continue. Likewise, local residents needing to travel 

find that air travel is more reliable. In early 2020, just before the pandemic, the MV 

Matanuska broke down, and I was stuck in Juneau with my car and sick dog for the better 

part of two weeks. Eventually, I broke down and flew home with the dog, shipping my car 

on Alaska Marine Lines. 

53. For residents traveling to Juneau to see the doctor, visit government offices, 

or attend events such as First Friday or the annual Juneau Folk Fest, the ferry terminal at 

Auke Bay is not a meaningful socioeconomic connection between Skagway and the 

18 Exhibit 0, "Skagway left out as DOT scrambles to accommodate ferry-riding lawmakers," 
KHNS FM (Dec. 7, 2021), available at https://khns.org/skagway-left-out-as-dot-scrambles-to
accommodate-ferry-riding-lawmakers. 
19 Exhibit C, supra; Exhibit P, Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska Cruise Ship Calendar for 2022. 
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Mendenhall Valley. In my experience, most of the passengers from Skagway will be 

heading right out of District 3 toward downtown Juneau in District 4. 

54. All the above supports Skagway staying with downtown Juneau for fair 

representation of its true socioeconomic integration. 

III. DISTRICT DESIGN AND PUBLIC PROCESS 

55. Under Article VI, Section 6 of the Alaska Constitution: 

Each house district shall be formed of contiguous and compact territory 
containing as nearly as practicable a relatively integrated socio-economic 
area. Each shall contain a population as near as practicable to the quotient 
obtained by dividing the population of the state by forty. Each senate district 
shall be composed as near as practicable of two contiguous house districts. 
Consideration may be given to local government boundaries. Drainage and 
other geographic features shall be used in describing boundaries wherever 
possible. 

56. Because Skagway is already part of a district with downtown Juneau that 

passed constitutional muster and is working well for Skagway, and it is not difficult to 

maintain that district design with some minor shifts for population changes, Skagway had 

no need to advance a separate proposal as we support the status quo in our area. 

57. We already have a compact, contiguous, and socioeconomically integrated 

district and are only seeking to keep it intact. Several of the maps before the Board 

accomplished this, including Board Proposed Plan v.4, the Doyon Coalition Proposed Plan, 

and the Senate Minority Caucus Plan. 

58. The new Districts 3 and 4 are separated by an artificial boundary the Board 

made by drawing a new line through residential and commercial zones north of the airport, 

in effect dividing both the socioeconomically integrated area of the Mendenhall Valley to 
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account for the population change of dividing the socioeconomically integrated areas of 

Skagway, Haines, and downtown Juneau. 

59. The existing Districts 33 and 34 use a much more natural line at the edge of 

the airport that keeps both the Haines-Skagway-downtown Juneau and the Mendenhall 

communities intact: 

60. Because most people from Skagway and elsewhere are using the airport to 

reach downtown Juneau rather than Auke Bay or the Valley, including the airport in the 

AFFIDAVIT OF JANICE WRENTMORE 
ITMO Redistricting Challenges, Case No. 3AN-21-08869 CI (Consolidated) 

SGY-2002, Page 17 of 422 

January 5, 2022 
Page 17 of20 



EXC.SGY-000679

downtown district would be the most contiguous option and appears easily done with 

minimal population change. 

61. Regardless, which side of the line the airport lands is less important than 

ensuring that Skagway's fundamental socioeconomic connection with downtown Juneau 

is reflected and protected in its House District. 

62. Due to a medical emergency, I was unable to participate in the public process 

before the Board, but I assumed the status quo that has worked well would be preserved. I 

understand that the twelve people who testified from Skagway were united in their desire 

to maintain the current district with downtown Juneau, which was the unanimous view of 

the Borough Assembly, Mayor, and Manager, and which was approved by the courts in the 

last redistricting cycle. 20 The Board did not question or otherwise engage with this 

testimony. 

63. As a business owner for many decades, I am no stranger to adversity. In 

1982, I struggled to bring my businesses through economic catastrophes brought on by the 

closure of the White Pass & Yukon Railroad and most recently the complete shutdown of 

the cruise industry due to COVID-19. As we look to the future, it is clear that climate 

change will bring its own increasingly difficult challenges to coastal communities. Today, 

our small town is fighting for its survival, and we deserve political representation aligned 

with our core identity and interests. Separating us from downtown Juneau in favor of the 

BRENA,BELL& Mendenhall Valley does us a great disservice in these troubled times. And, it makes no 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 25S-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 

20 Exhibit Q, Video of Board's Skagway Public Zoom Meeting.2021-10-27. 
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sense. What purpose does it serve? Our communities share a voice and belong together, 

and it is my hope that the end result of this process will better reflect the socioeconomic 

reality that connects the port communities of Southeast Alaska. 

64. I reserve the right to supplement this testimony following further discovery 

and depositions in this matter. 

AFFIDAVIT OF JANICE WRENTMORE 

Slai.o/'41a.rk4 
NOTAllYPUBLIC 

Emily Deach 
W.,,CommllllM ... .M211,2023 

ITMO Redistricting Challenge.1·°Sdf-~ij·{ff,t1if 1,iai<ionsol idated) 

January 5, 2022 
Page 19 of20 



EXC.SGY-000681

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 258-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 

Certificate of Service 
The undersigned hereby certifies 
that a copy of the foregoing document 
was e-mailed to the following 
attorneys/parties of record this 
5th day of January, 2022 

Attorneys for Alaska Redistricting Board 
Matt Singer, Esq. 
Lee Baxter, Esq. 
Schwabe, Williamson & Wyatt 
E-Mail: msinger@schwabe.com 

lbaxter@scbwabe.com 

.Attorneys for Matanuska-Susitna 
,Borough and Michael Brown 
Stacey C. Stone, Esq. 
Gregory Stein, Esq. 
Holmes Weddle & Barcott, P.C. 
Email: stone@hwb-law.com 

gstein@hwb-law.com 

,Attorneys for Felisa Wilson, George 
_Martinez, and Yarrow Silvers 
Holly C. Wells, Esq 
Mara E. Michaletz, Esq. 
William D. Falsey, Esq. 
Birch Horton Bittner & Cherot 
Email: hwells@ bhb.com 

mm icbaletz@bhb.com 
wfa1sey@bhb.com 

/Isl/ Melody Nardin 
Melody A. N ardin 

AFFIDAVIT OF JANICE WRENTMORE 

Attorneys for Calista Corporation, 
Will.iam Naneng, and Harley Sundown 
Eva R. Gardner, Esq. 
Michael S. Schechter, Esq. 
Benjamin J. Farkash, Esq. 
Ashburn & Mason, P.C. 
Email: eva@anchorlaw.com 

mike@anchorlaw.com 
ben@ancborlaw.com 

Attorneys for Intervenor Doyon Limited 
et al. 
Nathaniel Amdur-Clark, Esq. 
Whitney A. Leonard, Esq. 
Sonosky, Chambers, Sachse, Miller & 
Monkman, LLP 
Email: nathaniel@sonosky.net 

whitney@sonosky.net 

Attorney for the State of Alaska 
Thomas. S. Flynn, Esq. 
State of Alaska Department of Law 
Email: thomas.flynn@alaska.gov 

ITMO Redistricting Challenges, Case No. 3AN-2 1-08869 CI (Consolidated) 
SGY-2002, Page 20 of 422 

January 5, 2022 
Page 20 of20 



EXC.SGY-000682

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite JOO 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 258-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 

Robin 0. Brena, Esq. 
Jake W. Staser, Esq. 
Laura S. Gould, Esq. 
Jack S. Wakeland, Esq. 
Brena, Bell & Walker, P.C. 
810 N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 
Telephone: (907) 258-2000 
E-Mail: rbrena@brenalaw.com 

jstaser@brenalaw.com 
lgould@brenalaw.com 
jwakeland@brenalaw.com 

Attorneys for Municipality of Skagway and Brad Ryan 

PLAINTIFF 
Ex.SGY-2003 
ADMITTED 0 
3AN-21-08869CI 

(Case Number) 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA 

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT ANCHORAGE 

In the Matter of the 

2021 Redistricting Plan. 

) 
) 
) Case No. 3AN-21-08869 CI 

(Consolidated) 

Case No. IJU-21-00944 CI 

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN WALSH 

STATE OF ALASKA ) 
) ss. 

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT ) 

John Walsh, being first duly sworn, deposes and states: 

I. I am the President and Founder of J.M Walsh Company, Inc., a professional 

lobbying company in Alaska, and have represented the Municipality of Skagway Borough 

("Skagway") since 2002. 
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2. At the time the Complaint in the above-referenced case was filed and at all 

times to date, I have been a qualified, registered voter in the State of Alaska. I currently 

am a qualified, registered voter in the State of Alaska. 

3. I have personal knowledge of and am competent to testify to the following 

facts. 

4. I am a fourth-generation Alaskan and have lived and worked in Southeast 

Alaska for more than 30 years, currently residing in Douglas, Alaska. My family first 

arrived in Alaska in 1899, and my grandfather was a signatory to the Alaska Constitution. 

My professional biography and resume are attached. 1 

5. In my personal and professional experience, Skagway is socioeconomically 

connected with downtown Juneau, Douglas, and smaller coastal communities around 

Juneau. In my nearly 20 years of working on Skagway's behalf, I have regularly and 

consistently focused on establishing durable relations with the local government of Juneau 

and the marine industries that serve both communities, especially the cruise ship activity 

that has come to dominate Skagway's economy over the last 25 years. 

6. On the other hand, I cannot recall any instance in which I had any such 

interface with the Mendenhall Valley, as that area lacks the cruise ships and other economic 

interests that fundamentally link Skagway with downtown Juneau and other ports in terms 

of its economic and political future. 

Exhibit A, Walsh Bio and Resume. 
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I. FAIR REPRESENTATION 

7. According to the Alaska Supreme Court, the redistricting process must 

provide Alaskans with "'fair and effective representation'-the right to group effectiveness 

or an equally powerful vote."2 The new District 3 fails to preserve group effectiveness and 

voting power for the people of Skagway. 

8. District 3 is drawn to combine Skagway and its 1,095 citizens with citizens 

from northern areas of Juneau, primarily the Mendenhall Valley area. 

9. The population of District 3 is dominated by voters residing in the 

Mendenhall Valley. As a result, elections in District 3 will be determined by the residents 

of these areas, who lack the substantial socioeconomic integration that connects Skagway 

with downtown Juneau and thus lack the same alignment of political priorities. 

10. District 3 represents an improper pairing of Skagway with a larger population 

with which they have little in common. 

11. My core concern with the final map approved by the Alaska Redistricting 

Board ("Board") is inadequate representation and disenfranchisement of Skagway in the 

Alaska Legislature. Our community needs a representative that understands and is aligned 

with the nature of our economy and the challenges that face us. 

12. Because downtown Juneau shares these economic interests and challenges, 

sharing a district with that community makes good sense and has served Skagway well as 

BRENA,BELL& part of House District 33. 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite JOO 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 25S-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 

2 Hickel v. SE. Conj, 846 P.2d 38, 47 (Alaska 1992), as modified on reh'g (Mar. 12, 1993) 
(quoting Kenai Peninsula Borough v. State, 743 P.2d 1352, 1363 (Alaska 1987)). 
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13. For the same reason, being redistricted away from that community in the new 

House District 3 and grouped with the Mendenhall Valley which lacks the same 

socioeconomic connection, makes no sense and harms Skagway's political and economic 

future. 

14. Skagway has been taken out of a court-approved and sensible status quo to 

be grouped with a larger community that does not share the same socioeconomic interests 

and risks drowning out our specific needs and concerns in terms of our State representation. 

15. Skagway' s representation in State government must reflect our core interests 

lest their voices be drowned out by larger populations. While we can be confident in our 

representation with downtown Juneau as we have been for the last eight years, we have no 

such assurance with the Mendenhall Valley where our socioeconomic connections are so 

much less. 

16. In particular, the recent "Cruise Control" effort to place limits on cruise ship 

activity in Juneau are cause for concern that Skagway could be grouped with communities 

that actually oppose the cruise ship activity that we depend upon. 3 

17. While these efforts have failed for now, they suggest that grouping Skagway 

with communities that are not equally dependent upon tourism and the cruise ships may 

group us with people with conflicting socioeconomic priorities. There is no reason to risk 

Skagway's fair representation with this new District. 

Facsimile: 
1901

>
258

-
2001 3 Exhibit B, "Cruise control on the ballot?", Juneau Empire (Apr. 30, 2021), available 

at https://www.juneauempire.com/news/cruise-control-on-the-ballot/. 
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II. SOCIOECONOMIC INTEGRATION 

18. According to the Hickel case, the delegates to Alaska's Constitutional 

Convention defined "an integrated socio-economic unit" as "a group of people living 

within a geographic unit, socio-economic, following if possible, similar economic 

pursuits. "4 

19. In past redistricting cases, significant factors in determining socioeconomic 

integration have included common, major economic activity; geographical similarities; 

common interest in land management; transportation ties; and historical links. 5 

20. The ties between Skagway and downtown Juneau are historic and 

longstanding. In the 1974 case of Groh v. Egan, which was prior to the substantial 

development of the Mendenhall Valley, the Alaska Supreme Court stated: 

There are close transportation ties between Juneau, Haines and Skagway by 
daily scheduled air flights and frequent ferry service; a Juneau-Haines 
highway connection has been planned. The district is quite distinct from the 
rest of the Southeast region by virtue of the nature of its development and the 
fact that it is almost entirely composed of portions of the mainland, rather 
than the islands of the archipelago; historically the three communities have 
always been closely linked, with Juneau serving as an economic hub for 
Haines and Skagway. 
21. In the generations since the Groh decision, the socioeconomic ties between 

Skagway and downtown Juneau have become even more pronounced, primarily due to the 

cruise ships that visit both communities. 

F:~~~~;.,<9<~~,~~~;~:1 4 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 46 (quoting 3 PACC 1873 (Jan. 12, 1956)). 

5 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 46 (quoting 3 PACC 1836 (Jan. 11, 1956)). 
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A. Common Major Economic Activity. 

22. In 1983, Skagway's arrivals included 40,066 via cruise ship; 25,288 via 

ferry; and 72,384 via highway; by 2019, these numbers had shifted to 983,917 via cruise 

ship; 9,640 via ferry; and 113,253 via highway. 6 

23. More than 95 percent of Skagway's economy is associated with the cruise 

ships and the tourism they bring, which is also the key economic component for downtown 

Juneau. This is shown in the State of Alaska report issued in April 2021 entitled "Impacts 

to Alaska from 2020/2021 Cruise Ship Season Cancellation."7 On the third page of this 

report, Juneau is shown to have lost $33,706,844 for a single year under a no-sail order, 

while Skagway lost $13,233,250, an amount exceeding 100 percent of Skagway's annual 

operating budget. 

24. Skagway's reliance on the cruise ship industry as the basis for its local 

economy intertwines its interests with that of downtown Juneau. 

25. In 2018, Carnival Corporation via its subsidiary Holland America Princess 

Alaska Tours purchased the White Pass & Yukon Route railway, Skagway's largest single 

employer, for $290 million. 8 

6 Exhibit C, Skagway Arrivals by Category 1983-2021, available at 
https://www.skagway.org/ ites/defaul t/files/fileattachments/skagway visitor department/page/3 
"ll /seasonal visitor stats 1983-2021.pdf 
7 Exhibit D, "Impacts to Alaska from 2020/2021 Cruise Ship Season Cancellation" 

(Apr. 2021) available at https://gov.alaska.gov/wp-content/uploads/sites/2/04082021-Cruise-
BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.c. lmpacts-to-Alaska.pdf. 

810 N Street, Suflc 100 

A;~:::?;.;0~•;~~;~~~1 8 Exhibit E, "Cruise ship giant Carnival buys White Pass & Yukon Route," CBC News 
Fac,imu,, C

907
> 

258
•
2001 (June 7, 2018), available at https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/nortb/white-pass-train-sold-

camival-1.4696188. 
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26. Skagway is the third-most visited port in Alaska, with Juneau as the 

most-visited, and, in addition to hosting the same cruise ships, they also both receive 

funding from the State based on the Commercial Passenger Vessel ("CPV") excise tax that 

is distributed to the top seven ports of call. 9 This funding, amounting to approximately 

$5 million per year, is integral to our community and further reinforces the need to 

coordinate our governmental efforts with downtown Juneau on all levels of government 

and policy to protect our common interests. 

27. The CPV funding to Juneau and Skagway reflects the seasonal infrastructure 

impacts of this common major economic activity, as shown in a 2019 study of cruise ship 

presence in Skagway: 

Skagway's population temporarily, but dramatically, increases each year as 

businesses and government agencies gear up to provide services, facilities 

and products to meet the demands of upwards of 1.5 million visitors. Each 

year, the expansion of the local labor pool "more than doubles," perhaps 

triples, the year-round population of Skagway. Those estimates may actually 

understate the actual increase; because many of these individuals are 

accompanied by families, partners and others, not all of whom are counted 

in official employment data. In any event, while the annual seasonal influx 

of temporary residents represents an understandable response to a thriving 

but seasonal visitor industry, the fact remains that the Municipality must be 

prepared to accommodate a doubling or tripling of the "resident" population 

for 40- 50% of the year, every year, on its public facilities and services. 10 

9 Exhibit F, ADOT report entitled "Commercial Passenger Vessel Excise Tax: 

Community Needs, Priorities, Shared Revenue, and Expenditures" (Feb. 2017) at 2, 

available at 
http ://dot.alaska.gov/stwddes/de bridge/a sets/grant/seward/seward visitor 07 16.pdf. 

10 Exhibit G, "A Review: 2019 Cruise Ship Presence, Skagway, Alaska," Van Altvorst 

& Associates, (Apr. 8, 2019) at 5, available at 
https://www.skagway.org/sites/default/files/ fileattachments/po1t of skagway/page/277/final 20 

19 skg cpv update 2019 04 08 l .pdf 
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28 . The cruise ships bring many shared opportunities and challenges to 

downtown Juneau and Skagway. Mayor Andrew Cremata is part of a working group with 

the mayors of Juneau and Ketchikan to facilitate constant communication and cooperation 

on our shared interests as port communities. 

29. As a concrete demonstration of these shared interests, Skagway joined 

Ketchikan in pledging $100,000 in support of Juneau's litigation against the cruise industry 

regarding the use of head taxes and passenger fees. 11 

30. The business associations of Skagway and downtown Juneau are similar, and 

several businesses operate in both communities. Skagway residents and officials regularly 

travel to and through downtown Juneau, and the governments of Skagway and Juneau are 

frequently in close consultation regarding shared policy matters, particularly port 

management and cruise ship issues. In my perspective based on practical experience, this 

vital shared interest necessitates the alignment of Skagway and downtown Juneau for 

representation in state government. 

31. Particular projects and policies that tie Skagway to the Juneau port include 

port electrification, a possible electrical intertie, a cruise ship excise tax, and cruise ship 

scheduling. The regional headquarters for the Alaska Department of Transportation and 

Public Facilities is also located in Juneau. The interests of Skagway and downtown Juneau 

are intertwined in these areas and will only become more so as we look to 2022 and beyond. 

11 Exhibit H, Municipality of Skagway Resolution No. 19-07R (Feb. 21, 2019), available at 
https ://www .skagway.org/sites/ default/files/fileattachments/ ordinance/3 8241 /res 19-
07 r cbj v clia appeal support.pdf 

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN WALSH 
ITMO Redistricting Challenges, Case No. 3AN-21-08869 CI (Consolidated) 

SGY-2003, Page 8 of 421 

January 5, 2022 
Page 8 of 18 



EXC.SGY-000690

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

8IO N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 258-2000 
F•cslmilc: (907) 258-2001 

32. Additionally, other tourism-related businesses operate in both Skagway and 

downtown Juneau, as shown by the more than 20 businesses with Skagway business 

licenses that list their principal address in Juneau. 12 It is common for tour operators to 

offer combination booking of activities in both communities, for example whale watching 

in Juneau combined with riding the train in Skagway. 13 

33. The COVID-19 pandemic and its devastating impacts on Skagway provided 

a stark reminder of our interconnected interests with downtown Juneau as we sought 

federal assistance for our communities to mitigate the loss of the cruise ships with 

Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security ("CARES") and American Rescue Plan 

Act ("ARP A") funds. 

34. Skagway suffered a 99.68 percent reduction of arrival numbers in 2020 due 

to the COVID-19 pandemic, with total losses estimated at over $300 million in taxable 

revenue spent within the community and $26.6 in taxes collected. 14 

35. Skagway received federal CARES Act funding of approximately $7 million 

because it is a major cruise industry port of call, a designation Skagway shares with Juneau, 

$1.9 million in COVID-19 mitigation for cruise passengers, and nearly $10 million in 

ARP A funds to mitigate loss of cruise ship revenue. 

12 Exhibit I, Spreadsheet of Skagway Business Licenses. 

13 Exhibit J, "Skagway Combo Tours" available at 
http://www.skagwayalaskatours.com/skagway-cornbo-tours 

14 Exhibit K, "Economic Impact of COVID-19-19 on Skagway, Alaska" (Mar. 30, 
2021). 
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36. Skagway remains under a declaration of financial emergency due to the 

devastating economic impacts of the COVID-19-pandemic. 15 

37. The economic ties between Skagway, Juneau, and the cruise industry were 

further underscored when Norwegian Cruise Line announced a $10 million donation to six 

Alaska port cities, including Juneau and Skagway. 16 

38. The unprecedented strain and uncertainty of the COVID-19 pandemic has 

only underscored the shared interests of Skagway and downtown Juneau as socioeconomic 

partners through their common major economic activity of attracting cruise ship tourism. 

39. Working to mitigate the impacts of the pandemic has required constant 

coordination from our state and federal legislators on cruise ship issues, for example 

supporting the federal exemption for certain cruise ships sailing to Alaska from the 

provisions in the Passenger Vessel Services Act. 17 It is vital that we have representatives 

who understand and appreciate the vital importance of cruise ship sailings for Skagway. 

The Mendenhall Valley has not faced any of these same severe impacts from COVID-19 

shared by Skagway and downtown Juneau. 

15 Exhibit L, Municipality of Skagway Resolution No. 21-19R (June 17, 2021), available at 

~https://www .skagway.org/si tes/ defaul t/files/fi leattachments/ ordinance/46830/res 2 l -

_19r lifting health emergency declaration.pdf 

16 Exhibit M, "Norwegian Cruise Line donates $10M to six southeast Alaska 

communities," Alaska's News Source (May 9, 2021), available at 
https://www.alaskasnew ource.com/2021 /05/ J 0/norwegian-crui e-line-donates-10-million-to

six- outheast-ala ka-comrnunities/ 

17 Exhibit N, Letter from Mayor Cremata to Representative Kiehl and federal delegation 

(Mar. 8, 2021). 
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40. Unlike my constant contact with all levels of government in downtown 

Juneau, I have had no cause to travel to or otherwise confer with the Mendenhall Valley 

on any substantial policy matters. Just as the presence of a cruise ship port makes 

downtown Juneau entirely relevant to Skagway, the absence of such a port from the other 

areas of Juneau make them at best essentially irrelevant to Skagway from a socioeconomic 

standpoint. At worst, they may have competing or conflicting interests to Skagway with 

regard to the tourism industry. 

41. Because the Mendenhall Valley does not share any of the same cruise ship 

tourism interests and issues as Skagway, it must be deemed less socioeconomically 

integrated with Skagway than downtown Juneau. 

B. Geography, Land Management, and Historical Links. 

42. Both Skagway and downtown Juneau feature small, densely-populated 

business districts centered around their cruise ports set between the ocean and the 

mountains. These communities share the same public safety concerns regarding 

avalanches and mudslides, storm surges, and other weather events, as well as managing the 

street crowding that comes with the cruise ships. 

43. Both communities have a culture concentrated around restaurants and the 

performing arts, with small unique storefronts and individually-owned businesses catering 

to visitors amongst the historical buildings reflecting our shared heritage dating back to the 

Gold Rush era. The common identity shared between Skagway and downtown Juneau is 

apparent to anyone who has visited them. 
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44. Unlike downtown Juneau, the Mendenhall Valley area shares virtually 

nothing in common with Skagway. It is a sprawling suburb area with box stores, strip 

malls, shopping malls, fast food chains, and trailer parks. 

45. The Mendenhall Valley lacks the historical foundation, longstanding 

businesses, and tourism focus that links downtown Juneau with Skagway. 

46_ Every reason for Skagway and downtown Juneau to continue their joint 

representation is a reason against joining Skagway with the Mendenhall Valley. The 

common cultural identity is not present, and a representative trying to represent the 

majority interest of this strange new district the Board has drawn would likely have reason 

to give Skagway's interests lower priority if they ran counter to the different interests of 

the Mendenhall Valley. 

C. Transportation. 

47. Skagway citizens often travel to and through downtown Juneau to shop at 

Costco or stay at local hotels. The airport is often our only reliable means of travel in and 

out of Skagway. The downtown Juneau area also contains Bartlett Regional Hospital, 

which serves as the local hospital for the people of Skagway. The medical director for 

Skagway's clinic also works at Bartlett Regional. 

48. While the Auke Bay ferry terminal connects to Skagway via the Marine 

Highway System, that System that has become increasingly unreliable and recent articles 
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have discussed the imminent shutdown of all ferry service to Skagway during the month 

of January 2022. 18 

49. When comparing the sailing schedule and passenger numbers of the ferry to 

those of the scheduled cruise ship visits in 2022, 19 the overwhelming importance of the 

cruise ships to Skagway is readily apparent. Again, since 1983 ferry arrivals have 

decreased from 25,288 to 9,640 in 2019, a decrease of almost 62 percent, while cruise 

arrivals have increased from 40,066 to 983,917, an increase of nearly 2500 percent. 

50. The ferry terminal at Auke Bay is not a meaningful socioeconomic 

connection between Skagway and the Mendenhall Valley because, in my experience, most 

of the passengers from Skagway \\-'.ill be heading right out of District 3 toward downtown 

Juneau in District 4. 

51. All of the above supports Skagway staying with downtown Juneau for fair 

representation of its true socioeconomic integration. 

III. DISTRICT DESIGN AND PUBLIC PROCESS 

52. Under Article VI, Section 6 of the Alaska Constitution: 

Each house district shall be formed of contiguous and compact territory 
containing as nearly as practicable a relatively integrated socio-economic 
area. Each shall contain a population as near as practicable to the quotient 
obtained by dividing the population of the state by forty. Each senate district 
shall be composed as near as practicable of two contiguous house districts. 
Consideration may be given to local government boundaries. Drainage and 

18 Exhibit 0, "Skagway left out as DOT scrambles to accommodate ferry-riding 
lawmakers," KHNS FM (Dec. 7, 2021), available at https://khns.org/skagway- left-out-as

dot-scrambles-to-accommodate-ferry-riding-lawmakers. 

19 Exhibit C, supra; Exhibit P, Cruise Line Agencies of Alaska Cruise Ship Calendar for 

2022. 
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other geographic features shall be used in describing boundaries wherever 
possible. 

53. Because Skagway is already part of a district with downtown Juneau that 

passed constitutional muster and is working well for Skagway, and it is not difficult to 

maintain that district design with some minor shifts for population changes, Skagway had 

no need to advance a separate proposal as we support the status quo in our area. 

54. We already have a compact, contiguous, and socioeconomically integrated 

district and are only seeking to keep it intact. Several of the maps before the Board 

accomplished this, including Board Proposed Plan v.4, the Doyon Coalition Proposed Plan, 

and the Senate Minority Caucus Plan. 

55. The new Districts 3 and 4 are separated by an artificial boundary the Board 

made by drawing a new line through residential and commercial zones north of the airport, 

in effect dividing both the socioeconomically integrated area of the Mendenhall Valley to 

account for the population change of dividing the socioeconomically integrated areas of 

Skagway, Haines, and downtown Juneau: 
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56. The existing Districts 33 and 34 use a much more natural line at the edge of 

the airport that keeps both the Haines-Skagway-downtown Juneau and the Mendenhall 

communities intact: 

57. Because most people from Skagway and elsewhere are using the airport to 

reach downtown Juneau rather than Auke Bay or the Valley, including the airport in the 

downtown district would be the most contiguous option and appears easily done with 

minimal population change. 

58. Regardless, which side of the line the airport lands is less important than 

ensuring that Skagway's fundamental socioeconomic connection with downtown Juneau 

is reflected and protected in its House District. 

59. I participated in the public process before the Board and offered verbal 

testimony in October 2021. Because the Board had not visited Skagway, Skagway 

requested and received a Zoom meeting with the Board (with one day's notice) on 

October 27, 2021. 
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60. Twelve people who testified from Skagway were united in their desire to 

maintain the current district with downtown Juneau, which was the unanimous view of the 

Borough Assembly, Mayor, and Manager, and which was approved by the courts in the 

last redistricting cycle. 20 The Board did not question or otherwise engage with our 

testimony. 

61. In my view, when the current map has been approved for more than eight 

years, and there have been no major census changes in the area requiring significant 

shifting oflines, and the public comments are almost entirely in favor of keeping the current 

district, the Board had no basis to sever the established connection between Skagway and 

downtown Juneau. 

62. Skagway has not been politically grouped with areas of northern Juneau 

since 1980, before the Mendenhall Valley developed to its current state, and such linkage 

has no basis in the current socioeconomic reality given the growing tourism connection 

between Skagway and downtown Juneau in the 21 st century. Not only are there no shared 

interests with the Mendenhall Valley, but interests may actually conflict to the extent there 

is an anti-cruise ship sentiment outside of downtown Juneau. 

63. It is deeply disappointing and contrary to the public interest for the Board to 

apparently ignore the input it received and redraw established and fact-based district lines 

in the final stages of the process without explaining why it has done so. This is a breach 

BRENA, BELL & of the Board's duty and violates the standards for redistricting in Alaska. 
WALKER, P.C. 

8IO N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 258-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 

20 Exhibit Q, Video of Board's Skagway Public Zoom Meeting.2021-10-27. 
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2. I have been retained by the Municipality of Skagway Borough ("Skagway") 

through the law firm of Brena, Bell & Walker, P.C., with regard to the redistricting cases 

consolidated in the above-captioned matter. 

3. All materials considered in forming the opinions contained herein are 

identified in this report. I am being compensated at an hourly rate of $400 per hour for my 

work and at an hourly rate of $200 for work performed by other EDS, Inc. 's staffers. 

I. BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATIONS FOR EXPERT TESTIMONY 

4. I attended American University in Washington, D.C., from 1969 through 

1974 (having taken a year off for the 1972 campaign) where I earned a B.A. degree in 

Political Science. I started EDS, Inc., in 1977 and have been with the company since that 

time. Prior to 1977, I was a journalist and was employed by such companies as NBC News, 

Congressional Quarterly, and Plus Publications. 

5. As president of EDS, Inc., I supervise and direct all major projects in which 

the company is involved. EDS, Inc., has been viewed by clients, the press, academics, and 

the general public as a research facility and consulting firm dealing with many aspects of 

the electoral process. The company and its staff have been hired by state and local 

governments across the nation to provide software, database development services, and 

consulting services for the creation of districting plans and the analysis of many aspects of 

the redistricting process. 

6. Since 1979, I, individually and with EDS, Inc., have been actively involved 

in many aspects of the redistricting process, having gone through four full census and 

redistricting cycles, and now, beginning in 2021, am in my fifth decade of work in the field. 
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I have been a consultant to many state and local governmental organizations around the 

nation, providing strategic advice and consulting on redistricting matters, coordinating the 

development of extensive databases used in the redistricting process, creating and assisting 

others with the creation of districting plans, and analyzing many aspects of districts and 

district configurations, including conducting racial bloc voting analysis. 

7. Over the past 44 years, EDS, Inc.' s clients for redistricting services have 

come from more than half the states in the nation. In this past year, we have been involved 

in the redistricting process in Illinois, Rhode Island, Michigan, Virginia, and Alaska, as 

well as the cities of Chicago, Illinois; Virginia Beach, Virginia; Cook County, Illinois; and 

numerous smaller jurisdictions in Illinois and Rhode Island. We have worked with state 

legislators in the line-drawing process, as well as providing total line drawing and support 

services for the Michigan Independent Citizens Redistricting Commission established by 

voter initiative to remove politicians from the redistricting process. In addition, over the 

past four decades, I have been called upon to provide reports, expert witness testimony, 

and assistance to attorneys in more than 7 5 different court cases. 

8. I frequently give speeches to groups and organizations and participate in 

numerous conferences and panels on various aspects of apportionment, redistricting, and 

the census. Since the early 1980s, I have been a regular participant and speaker at annual 

and bi-annual meetings of the Task Force on Redistricting of the National Conference of 

BRENA, BELL & State Legislatures ("NCSL"). I have also been on their faculty, as NCSL has conducted 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite JOO 
Anchorage, AJaska 9950) 

Ph•••: <901J 258•2000 five regional Get Ready for Redistricting seminars each decade since 1980. I was also 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 

appointed by the U.S. Secretary of Commerce to the 2010 Census Advisory Committee, a 
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20-person advisory board to the director of the United States Bureau of the Census 

("Census Bureau"). Earlier this year, I was asked to be NCSL's representative on a series 

of half-day, small-group expert meetings, being arranged by the Committee on National 

Statistics ("CNSTAT"), to delve deeply into and provide informal discussion/feedback 

with Census Bureau staff as they continue to develop the differential privacy-based 

Disclosure Avoidance System for the 2020 census. I am repeatedly called upon by 

members of the press with questions on redistricting, reapportionment, the census, election 

administration issues, and politics in general. 

9. For the past four decades, EDS, Inc., and I have studied and issued yearly 

reports on the apportionment process using new population estimates released by the 

Census Bureau and private demographic firms. All our reports can be found at our website: 

www.electiondataservices.com, under the "Research" tab. We have become a staple for 

the press and others to cite to when looking at the shift that is occurring ' in population 

between different states. 

10. A copy of my curriculum vitae is attached as Exhibit A, which includes a 

complete list of cases in which I have testified as an expert at trial or by deposition. 

11. Affidavits and transcripts referenced herein are attached as Attachments 1-

10. 

II. CONSTITUTIONAL REDISTRICTING CRITERIA 

12. I have reviewed relevant Alaska legal authority regarding redistricting in the 

state including the Alaska Constitution and relevant case law. It is common for me to 

review this kind of information so that I'm familiar with the "rules of the road" when I'm 
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involved with redistricting in a state. Through the many decades, I have learned that each 

state has some uniqueness in their laws that is important to understand. 

13. The Alaska Constitution provides in Article VI, Section 6: 

District Boundaries - The Redistricting Board shall establish the size and 

area of house districts, subject to the limitations of this article. Each house 

district shall be formed of contiguous and compact territory containing as 

nearly as practicable a relatively integrated socio-economic area. Each shall 

contain a population as near as practicable to the quotient obtained by 

dividing the population of the state by forty. Each senate district shall be 

composed as near as practicable of two contiguous house districts. 

Consideration may be given to local government boundaries. Drainage and 

other geographic features shall be used in describing boundaries wherever 

possible. 

14. According to the leading case of Hickel v. Southeast Conference, 846 P.2d 

38, 44-45 (Alaska 1992): 

The requirements of contiguity, compactness and socio-economic integration 

were incorporated by the framers of the reapportionment provisions to 

prevent gerrymandering. 3 PACC 1846 (January 11, 1956) 3 PACC 1846 

(January 11, 1956) ("[The requirements] prohibit[] gerrymandering which 

would have to take place were 40 districts arbitrarily set up by the governor.. .. 

[T]he Committee feels that gerrymandering is definitely prevented by these 

restrictive limits."). Gerrymandering is the dividing of an area into political 

units "in an unnatural way with the purpose of bestowing advantages on 

some and thus disadvantaging others." Carpenter v. Hammond, 667 P.2d 

1204, 1220 (Alaska 1983) (Matthews, J., concurring). The constitutional 

requirements help to ensure that the election district boundaries fall along 

natural or logical lines rather than political or other lines. 

15. In the last redistricting cycle, the Alaska Supreme Court confirmed the 

importance of applying these constitutional requirements per Hickel, stating its decision in 

In re 2011 Redistricting Cases, 274 P.3d 466,468 (Alaska 2012): 

The Hickel process assures compliance with the Alaska Constitution's 

requirements concerning redistricting to the greatest extent possible. The 

Hickel process also diminishes the potential for partisan gerrymandering and 
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promotes trust in government. We have previously noted that the article VI, 

section 6 requirements were designed to prevent gerrymandering by ensuring 

"that the election district boundaries fall along natural or logical lines rather 

than political or other lines." A redistricting plan that substantially deviates 

from these constitutional requirements undermines trust in the process. 

16. The Alaska Constitution provides in article VI, section 10: 

Within thirty days after the official reporting of the decennial census of the 

United States or thirty days after being duly appointed, whichever occurs last, 

the board shall adopt one or more proposed redistricting plans. The board 

shall hold public hearings on the proposed plan, or, if no single proposed plan 

is agreed on, on all plans proposed by the board. No later than ninety days 

after the board has been appointed and the official reporting of the decennial 

census of the United States, the board shall adopt a final redistricting plan 

and issue a proclamation of redistricting. The final plan shall set out 

boundaries of house and senate districts and shall be effective for the election 

of members of the legislature until after the official reporting of the next 

decennial census of the United States. 

III. MAPPING PROCESS 

17. Skagway has asked me to analyze the Alaska Redistricting Board's 

("Board") actions in drafting their 2021 Proclamation for redistricting in Alaska ("Final 

Plan"). 

18. Any redistricting effort begins with the data. As I have outlined in my 

Exhibit B to this report, redistricting systems are configured with two major components: 

the geography (in the form of shape files of various layers of geography in a state) and raw 

number data. 

19. These two components come from the Census Bureau in the form of the 

Topologically Intergraded Geographic Encoding and Reference system ("TIGER") files, 

(the geography), and the PL94-171 data files ("PL Files") (the population and demographic 
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data for all the geographic layers in the state). The Census Bureau has informed me 1 that 

Alaska's TIGER files were available via the Internet beginning February 9, 2021, and 

shipped to the state on a CD so that it arrived the same day. 

20. The PL Files were released by the Bureau in "legacy format" on August 12, 

2021 (legacy format refers to an Access database structure which required the state or its 

vendor to programmatically join the data tables to the geography in order to make use of 

the data). There was confusion in a number of states on whether this legacy format data 

was the official PL data and whether it might change when another set of data came out a 

month later. I had been repeatedly informed by my contacts at the Census Bureau that the 

two files would have the same data. In our contracts with a number of states, we 

incorporated a task to verify the two files when the second one was released, and we always 

found them to be the same. 

21. We, and other vendors and states wanted to get our hands on the d~ta as soon 

as it came out in order to start studying the information for changes around a state. Other 

states were hoping for more evaluation time and set their starting time on the second release 

of data. It would appear that might have been the case in Alaska. 

22. The PL Files were again released on September 16, 2021, in an "easy to use" 

format (this release contained the same Access formatted data tables, but also included 

Excel readable files of various spreadsheets of the information for different geographies). 

Exhibit C (Jan. 13, 2022, e-mail communication with Mr. James Whitehome, head of 

the Bureau's Redistricting division). 
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At the same time, the data became available to the public via available to the public via the 

Census Bureau's website. 

23. Many states (and all redistricting vendors, including my company, EDS, Inc.) 

jumped at the chance to begin understanding the data, data formats, and begin the creation 

of their redistricting databases. Understanding the early results of the 2020 Census when 

the "legacy" files came out in August 2021 was possible, particularly creating the state's 

or vendor's own excel file tables of information such as total population for all boroughs, 

racial designations, and counts for each city in Alaska, etc. Many states they turned to their 

software vendors for this task. Alaska had selected the same vendor they used last decade 

(CityGate GIS, which is the developer of the software product AutoBound EDGE). EDS, 

Inc., is a heavy user of CityGate GIS 's products and has been for multiple decades. 

24. One of the first tasks of all redistricting entities when new Census data is 

released is to tally the populations from all census blocks into subtotals for each of the old 

districts that are currently in existence and have been electing members to districted offices 

in the previous decade. Alaska appears to be no different, however it is apparent from data 

and shape files provided in discovery that multiple versions of the 2013 Proclamation's 

districts were created in the weeks after the census data was released. 

25. The Board's website shows that redistricting had to take place, as 8 districts 

were above the +5% ideal district size and 12 districts had lower than the -5% cut-off point 

BRENA,BELL& for acceptable deviations. Our own calculations showed the 2013 plan having a 37.5% 
WALKER, P.C. 
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census data. This is well above the 10% deviation that is normally considered acceptable 

in redistricting circles and clearly indicates redistricting must be done this decade. 

26. The Board's staff began processing the 2020 census data by creating 

databases from the legacy format 2020 census data. Board Staff and an employee with the 

Department of Labor separately created databases and then cross-referenced the databases. 

This validation process was apparently completed within a few days ofreceipt of the census 

data and completed on August 23, 2021, when Board staff presented the data to the Board. 

27. While the Board received census data released in a "legacy format" (Access 

database structure) on August 12, 2021, the Board did not begin mapping together until 

September 7, 2021. 2 

28. Under the Alaska Constitution, the Board has a 30-day period beginning 

from the delivery of the census data to adopt proposed plans that then must be subject to 

public comment. However, the Board spent less than three days mapping together prior to 

adopting draft plans. 

29. According to the deposition testimony of Board Chair John Binkley, the 

delay was caused, in part, by the process of verifying and uploading census data. 3 

30. Ordinarily verifying and uploading census data takes only a few days. 

2 Attachment 1 (Jan. 4, 2022, Deposition Transcript of Bethany Marcum at page 12, line 

15 - 13, line 8); Attachment 2 (Jan. 11, 2022, Deposition Transcript of John Binkley at 48, 

lines 13-15). 
3 Attachment 2 (Binkley Depo. at 49, line 8 - 51, line 10). 
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31. It is also unclear why the AutoBound software was not configured to 

reconcile census blocks from the 2011 redistricting process so that the 2020 census data 

could be imported into the 2013 Proclamation districts' boundaries. EDS, Inc., has done 

this type of work in other states, and it's not an easy process, because there is not a one-to

one equivalency of census blocks between decades. The Bureau describes it as an "n to n" 

process where singular or multiple instances of blocks can be on either side of the equation. 

In the case of Alaska this was important because apparently the census blocks were reduced 

from 45,292 in 2010 to 28,568 in 2020. 4 The Bureau did release the geographic TIGER 

files for the 2020 census to all states in February 2020, well before the actual population 

was released. In this way, states could begin preparing as early as February 2020 the 

geography part of the redistricting database building process. That was also the time when 

the state could have begun creating their 2013 boundaries so that the existing districts' 

populations could be produced when the PL files were released. 

32. It is unclear why the Board delayed beginning its mapping process until 

September 7, 2021, nearly 19 months after the geography part was set and a month after 

the PL data was received. 

33. Under ordinary circumstances, the redistricting process begins in earnest in 

April, a year after census day. However, due to the delay in the delivery of the 2020 census 

4 Attachment 10 (Affidavit of Peter Torkelson (January 12, 2022) at paragraph 28). 
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data (partly because of the virus), redistricting bodies (including Alaska) were under 

additional pressure to begin the mapping process as soon as possible. 

34. After the Board convened its first joint mapping meeting on September 7, 

2021, it spent very little time producing the two proposed plans, Version 1 ("V. l ") and 

Version 2 ("V.2"), that were adopted on September 9, 2021, two days before the deadline 

for the adoption of proposed plans under the Alaska Constitution. 5 

35. After adoption of the proposed plans on September 9, 2021, individual Board 

members undertook mapping efforts out of the public eye and introduced and adopted new 

versions of their maps on September 20, 2021, which were identified as Version 3 ("V.3") 

and Version 4 ("V.4") and replaced V.1 and V.2 respectively. 

36. The Board did not meet again to continue joint mapping efforts until 

November 2, 2021. The Board engaged in mapping work sessions on November 3, 4, and 5 

and adopted a final house district plan on November 5. 

3 7. The Board appears to have spent very little of the time available to them 

actually drawing district boundaries and considering alternatives. In light of the minimal 

amount of time spent mapping together, the Board appears to have been constrained in its 

consideration of alternatives that better satisfy the constitutional redistricting criteria. 

5 Alaska Constitution, art. VI, § 10. 
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A. Population Data Anomalies. 

38. One of the first tasks I performed was to review the Board's Final Plan, which 

was adopted by the Board on November 10, 2021. The Board placed a shape file of that 

Final Plan on their website, and I was interested to see if they had correctly tallied the 

plan's populations and were reporting them correctly. I brought the shape file into our 

version of AutoBound EDGE and rebuilt the plan from their shape file into our system. I 

then proceeded to cross check our population numbers with the table of population the 

Board included in its Proclamation, the Board's website contained the Final Plan Deviation 

Table attached as Exhibit D ("Proclamation Deviation Table"). 

39. Comparison of the Proclamation Deviation Table to the shape files revealed 

that populations for 23 of the 40 districts were inaccurate. While Districts 1-10, District 30, 

and Districts 36-40 are identical between the Proclamation Data Table, Districts 11-29 and 

Districts 31-35 appear like they were scrambled, possibly through some "renumbering" 

process that was undertaken by the Board. I have created Exhibit D to demonstrate the 

population anomalies between these two different versions of what, in theory, should be 

the same plan. 

40. The information in columns A through F in Exhibit D start from the 

population table report prospective. If one starts in Column A, the Board's table report for 

District 1 (for example) shows it has a population of 17,921. Column F notes that it is the 

BRENA, BELL & same population number produced by the shape file from the Board's website ( shaded in 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 

A;~:~:~~o~!~:s~ft::1 green). This can be cross-verified by looking at the data in columns H through M, which 
Facsimile: (907) 25S-2001 

starts from the prospective of the shape files from the Board's website. Column I shows 
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that the shape file from the Board's website produced the same 17,921 population total for 

Districts 1-10 as in the plan. 

41. The population anomalies begin in District 11. Column B in Exhibit D shows 

that District 11 had 18,103 people in the district according Proclamation Population Table. 

However, in the shape file available on the Board's website, District 11 's outline produces 

a population of 18,168, as shown in column I of Exhibit D. The answer to this puzzle lies 

in columns F and M where one sees that the population of 18,103 is actually connected to 

District 15 in the shape file. This same flipping or renumbering took place in all the 

districts identified in pink on Exhibit D. 

42. There are significant errors in population totals and deviations as they appear 

in the Proclamation Deviation Table and the shape files for Districts 15-29 and 31-35 as 

identified in the maps included the Final Plan. In several instances, the population 

deviation errors reflected that a particular district was overpopulated in the deviation chart 

while it was actually underpopulated in the shape files. The same is true for the converse. 

43. For example, the deviation chart for District 21 shows that it is 

underpopulated by 312 people, while the shape file reflects overpopulation of 79 people. 

44. Clearly the shape file and the population tables were produced at two 

different points in time or from different redistricting plans. The Board's process is 

unclear. For example, it is unclear whether District 15 was originally drawn and the shape 

BRENA, BELL & file produced, followed by renumbering of that territory to designate it as District 11, after 
WALKER, P.C. 
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F:,~~:~;,\~~1~;~;~~~1 which the deviation table was produced, or if the reverse occurred. 

Corrected Affidavit of Kimball Brace (Expert Testimony For Skagway) 
ITMO Redistricting Challenges, Case No. 3AN-21-08869 CI (Consolidated) 

SGY-2004, Page 13 of 2703 

January 17, 2022 
Page 13 of 45 



EXC.SGY-000713

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite JOO 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 258-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 

45. This discrepancy calls into question what plan the Board actually adopted on 

November 10, 2021. The 2021 Proclamation contains both of these conflicting pieces of 

information. It is unclear what plan was actually adopted. 

46. These population errors were also embedded in the Board's public-facing 

mapping software ("Districtr") until it was corrected on January 13, 2022, by the Executive 

Director. 

47. As a result of these errors, a member of the public would not have been able 

to review or analyze the population numbers or deviations for numerous districts. 

48. On January 13, 2022, the Board changed the Proclamation Deviation Chart 

on their website in order to correct the population data anomalies that were included in the 

Final Plan as the Board adopted it on November 10, 2021. 6 The Board also appears to have 

corrected the population data anomalies as they appeared in the interactive version of the 

Final Plan on the Board's website. I am not aware of any formal action taken by the Board 

to correct these errors. 

49. As a result of this discovery, I spent more time checking the other plans that 

the state had created and/or analyzed from alternative map drawers. We produced map 

sets of each of the plans so we could check what the state and others had done, particularly 

as it relates to the Skagway plaintiffs (Map Exhibits F-O). These map sets are composed 

of a statewide map of the plan, and then individual maps for each district. In addition, we 

6 Exhibit E (Corrected Deviation Chart). 
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created a series of tables (which we call Workbooks for each of the plans) that reported the 

populations, voting-age populations, and racial characteristics for each of the plans that 

were produced so that we had consistent numbers and definitions to analyze (Exhibits P

Y). Each workbook contains 5 separate tables of data: 1) Overview tab - population 

deviation for each district and overall plan, 2) Population total tab, showing the "Alone" 

method of calculating the racial characteristics ( a more complete description of the "Alone" 

and "Combo" method is contained in Exhibit B; 3) Population total tab, showing the 

"Combo" method of calculating the racial characteristics; 4) Voting Age population tab, 

showing the "Alone" method of calculating the racial characteristics; and 5) Voting Age 

population tab, showing the "combo" method of calculating the racial characteristics. 

50. As I noted above, one of the first tasks of all redistricting entities when new 

Census data is released is to tally the populations from all census blocks into subtotals for 

each of the old districts that are currently in existence and have been electing members to 

districted offices in the previous decade. As I noted above, there were multiple versions 

of the 2013 plan on the Board's website and within the laptop computers assigned to each 

of the Board members, but I was finally able to match up, through the same population 

comparison effort noted above, the right shape file with the population numbers reported 

on the Board's website for the 2013 plan (that's a shape file called 

"2013ProclamationPlanSept162021"). This has allowed me to create a map set of the old 

BRENA, BELL & 2013 districts and plan (Exhibit F), along with a spreadsheet set of tables showing the total 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 
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Ph•••=<907>258-2000 population, voting-age population, and the raciaVethnic-oriented population counts 
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reported by the Census Bureau (Exhibit P). For each plan I have sorted them by the date 
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they were impacting the process. For example, the population data for the 2013 plan (the 

plan that started the previous decade after the court decision in 2013) is identified as Exhibit 

P. In total, we reviewed 10 different map plans created by the Board and/or outside groups. 

They are the following: 

• 2013 Proclamation Plan 

• Board Composite 1 

• Board Composite 2 

• Board Composite 3 

• Board Composite 4 

• Doyon Coalition Plan 

• Alaskans for Fair and Equitable Redistricting (AFFER) Corrected Plan 

• Senate Minority Caucus Plan 

• Alaskans for Fair Redistricting (AFFR) Plan 

• Final Adopted Board Plan, 11/9/21 

For each plan, we have created a consistent set of information (maps and data) which is 

appended onto the exhibit number. 

51. The Overview total population table for the 2013 Proclamation Plan 7 

confirms the need to conduct redistricting, as the old plan showed a total deviation of37.5% 

when the 2020 Census data was applied to the old geography. 

7 Exhibit P. 
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B. Renumbering of Districts Caused Confusion in the Public Process. 

52. The Board's practice of renumbering districts at various times in an ad hoc 

manner makes it difficult for the public to provide meaningful comment during the 

redistricting process. Indeed, it appears that this practice resulted in the presentation of 

inaccurate data to the public. 

53. The districts appear to have been renumbered on numerous occasions during 

the redistricting process, which adds confusion and appears to be the source of the 

population discrepancies between the Board's Final Plan as it appears in AutoBound and 

as it appears in program and the Proclamation Deviation Chart. 

54. According to the Board's Executive Director, there was "persistent 

confusion" regarding district numbers as a result of variations with district numbering both 

among Board-created maps and third-party proposed maps that were produced by third 

parties. There were several iterations of draft redistricting plans that contained different 

numbers for identical districts. With regard to the Board's proposed plans, it appears that 

renumbering occurred between September 9, 2021, when Board proposed V.1 and V.2 and 

the adoption of Board proposed V.3 and V.4. The numbers were changed again in an 

ad hoc manner during Board meetings between November 3, 2021, and November 5, 2021. 

In addition, the districts were renumbered on November 9, 2021, to accommodate senate 

pairings. 

C. The Board Improperly Focused on Voting Rights Act ("VRA") 
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Districts from the Outset of the Redistricting Process. 

55. It is my professional opinion that the Hickel process was violated by virtue 

of the Board's consideration ofVRA information at the outset of its map drawing efforts. 

56. The Supreme Court has articulated the Hickel process as follows: 

In Hickel the court considered a Proclamation Plan that, like the Plan in this 
case, "accorded minority voting strength priority above other factors, 
including the requirements of article VI, section 6 of the Alaska 
Constitution." We cautioned that while compliance with the Voting Rights 
Act takes precedence over compliance with the Alaska Constitution, "[t]he 
Voting Rights Act need not be elevated in stature so that the requirements of 
the Alaska Constitution are unnecessarily compromised." We then described 
the process the Board must follow to ensure that our constitutional 
redistricting principles are adhered to as closely as possible. After receiving 
the decennial census data, "[t]he Board must first design a reapportionment 
plan based on the requirements of the Alaska Constitution. That plan then 
must be tested against the VRA. A reapportionment plan may minimize 
article VI, section 6 requirements when minimization is the only means 
available to satisfy VRA requirements."8 

57. On the other hand, it's possible that the packing of minorities in two districts 

adopted by the Board may itself lead to a violation of the VRA. I could find no instances 

of attempts to unpack the minority concentrations in Alaska's districts. 

58. The Board considered avoiding retrogression in VRA districts at the outset 

of the redistricting process. Districts 37-40 were VRA Districts in the 2013 Proclamation 

Plan, and the Board was aware that these districts were required to be VRA districts for 

purposes of the 2021 redistricting process. 

8 2011 Redistricting Cases, 274 P.3d at 467 (quoting Hickel, 846 P.2d at 51 n.22). 
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59. The process by which the proposed plans including V.1 through V.4 and the 

Final Plan were drawn reflects the Board's decision to draw traditional VRA districts first 

and then draw the rest of the districts afterwards. 9 

D. VRA Issues. 

60. These population and voting-age population tables also help establish an 

important milestone as it relates to the VRA. It allows redistrictors to tally up the number 

of minority seats in the chamber so that they don't retrogress the final number of minority 

seats in the redistricting process. The report on the 2013 Proclamation plan with the 2020 

census data (Exhibit P) shows that just three seats were majority Native Alaskan in the 

census numbers, with two of them appearing to be heavily packed: District 38, located 

along the coast of the Bering Sea, and District 39, also located on the coast and surrounding 

Norton Sound, were 84.1 % and 83.1 %, respectively in Non-Hispanic Native Alaskan in 

total population using the "alone" method of calculating racial groups, and 88.5% and 

87.9%, respectively in Non-Hispanic Native Alaskan in total population using the "in 

combination or called combo" method of calculating racial groups. The North Slope's 

District 40 is the third district with a majority minority concentration, that being 64.5% 

with the "alone" method of calculating Non-Hispanic Native Alaskan and 69.5% "in 

combo," both for total population. For voting-age population, District 40 is 57.8% 

Non-Hispanic Native American using the "alone" method of calculating race and ethnicity 

Facsimil,: <
901

>
25

8-
2001 9 Attachment 3 (Jan. 10, 2022, Deposition Transcript of Nicole Borromeo at 216, line 1 

- 222, line 8). 
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and 61.6% "in combo." District 37, stretching from the Aleutians to the Yukon, might be 

categorized as an "influence" district, as it shows being in the lower 40% range in all the 

calculations. 

61. The Board's Final Plan adopted November 10, 2021, kept the Native 

American population's strength where they had been in the previous decade. The packing 

of the Districts 38 and 39 stayed in the mid to high 80 percentile range for all the methods 

of calculations. The North Slope's District 40 stayed in the low 60% range. Finally, the 

Aleutian's District 37, now minus the Yukon, remains in the lower 40% range, gaining 

only a couple of percentage points, dependent upon the method of calculation used. 

62. This result is in clear contrast to the redistricting process I just participated 

in for the State of Michigan, where my company had the role as the chief line drawer for 

the Michigan Citizens Independent Redistricting Commission ("Commission"). There the 

Commission went out of its way to "unpack" similar concentrations of minority members 

(African-Americans in the Detroit area). I served alongside Bruce Adelson, who also 

helped the Commission unpack the minority concentrations and who also advised the 

Alaska Board. 

63. In my professional judgment, the Board's redistricting process does not 

appear to have complied with the VRA. I believe it's an outstanding question whether the 

VRA allows the districts to be so high in minority concentration. 

BRENA, BELL & IV. 
WALKER, P.C. 

ANALYSIS OF REDISTRICTING MAPS REGARDING SKAGWAY 
810 N Street, Suite JOO 

Anchorage, Alaska 99501 
Phone: (907) 258-2000 

Fae5imllc: (907) 258-2001 
64. Skagway seeks to be grouped in the same district as downtown Juneau, as it 

has been since the last redistricting cycle. Population changes between Juneau and 
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Skagway do not appear necessary due to any substantial redrawing of the established 

district lines, yet the Board has done so and separated Skagway from downtown Juneau to 

be grouped instead with the Mendenhall Valley. 

A. Board Member Simpson's Role and Goal. 

65. Board Member Simpson states in his affidavit that he "took the lead for the 

Board in drawing the new house districts for this region of the state." 10 In his deposition, 

he repeatedly states he always had the goal of reshaping the Skagway and Juneau districts 

on the basis of compactness: "I think that issue had been brought up, really, from the 

beginning, because it had always been my intention to make the district more compact and 

put Skagway and Haines with the north end." 11 "I might as well say right here is that my 

principal concern there was the compactness of that district, that it did not -- it was clearly 

not compact, and there was a way to draw it so that it was, with -- and still maintain the 

socioeconomic integration factors that we were looking for." 12 

66. Based on his testimony, Board Member Simpson came into the redistricting 

process with the explicit goal of separating Skagway from downtown Juneau based on his 

view of compactness, even though he admitted that they have been joined in a 

court-approved district since the last redistricting cycle: 

10 Attachment 4 (Affidavit of Bud Simpson at paragraph 8). 
11 Attachment 9 (Jan. 8, 2022, Deposition transcript of Bud Simpson at 51, line 22 - 52, 
line 6). 
12 Attachment 9 (Simpson Depo. at 79, lines 15-21). 
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Now, Mr. Simpson, it's your opinion that whether Skagway is linked with 
the Valley or with Downtown Juneau that both are -- meet the constitutional 
criteria and are highly defensible; isn't that correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Okay. Now, why? Why is the way it is highly defensible? 

A. I'm not disputing that there are socioeconomic connections between those 
south and -- and northern Lynn Canal, for the reasons that have been 
discussed today. What -- where I'm coming from is that it creates a much 
more compact and equally socio -- equally or better socioeconomically 
integrated district by connecting the north with the north. You cannot look at 
the two mapped versions next to each other and conclude that the existing 
sort of fishhook version is a compact district when it is possible to draw a 
more compact district, and that's what we were attempting to do. 

Q. Okay.· Then it's your opinion that it's highly defensible if it were 
challenged in court today; correct? 

A. It exists as it is, I think -- yes, I think it's highly defensible, as is the other 
version.13 

67. Board Member Simpson acknowledges that the existing map is highly 

defensible, but nonetheless states his belief that compactness warrants redrawing the map. 

In my review of Alaska redistricting requirements, compactness is one of three 

constitutional requirements that must be considered and balanced together. 

68. Several of the redistricting maps presented by or to the Board kept Skagway 

and downtown Juneau together, including the Board V.4 map, the Doyon map, and the 

Senate Minority Caucus map. But based on Board Member Simpson's testimony, he was 

13 Attachment 9 (Simpson Depo. at 106, line 17 - 107, line 14, and 109, line 5 - 109, line 
10). 

Corrected Affidavit of Kimball Brace (Expert Testimony For Skagway) 
ITMO Redistricting Challenges, Case No. 3AN-21-08869 CI (Consolidated) 

SGY-2004, Page 22 of 2703 

January 17, 2022 
Page 22 of 45 



EXC.SGY-000722

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 258-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 

only interested in his own version of the Southeast map based on his own view of 

compactness. 

B. Compactness. 

69. According to the Alaska Supreme Court: 

"'Compact' in the sense used here means having a small perimeter in relation 
to the area encompassed." Carpenter, 667 P.2d at 1218 (Matthews, J., 
concurring). Compact districting should not yield "bizarre designs." 
Davenport v. Apportionment Comm 'n of New Jersey, 124 N.J. Super. 30, 304 
A.2d 736, 743 (N.J.Super.Ct.App.Div.1973), quoted in Carpenter, 667 P.2d 
at 1218-19 (Matthews, J., concurring). We will look to the relative 
compactness of proposed and possible districts in determining whether a 
district is sufficiently compact. Carpenter, 667 P.2d at 1218 (Matthews, J., 
concurring). 

The compactness inquiry thus looks to the shape of a district. Odd-shaped 
districts may well be the natural result of Alaska's irregular geometry. 
However, "corridors" of land that extend to include a populated area, but not 
the less-populated land around it, may run afoul of the compactness 
requirement. Likewise, appendages attached to otherwise compact areas may 
violate the requirement of compact districting." 14 

70. While there are mathematical calculations of compactness that measure a 

district's area compared to its perimeter, these analyses have limited comparative use in 

Alaska due to its terrain, particularly in coastal areas. Board Member Simpson testified 

that he used a visual approach to compactness without any calculation: 

Q. And how do you determine compactness? 

A. Mostly it's by the look of it. You -- you know, you have to deal with the 
census blocks as they are given to you. But we, you know, tried to maintain 
the integrity of rural boundaries. So we, you know, we used those. We tried 
to use geographic boundaries or natural things, if possible. So, you know, 

14 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 45. 
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that's why you have districts that maybe include a particular island or, you 
know, in this case, you know, run up Lynn Canal and so forth. But yeah, we 
never applied any kind of a formulaic approach to determining compactness 
based on, you know, measuring the -- the boundary or anything like that. 15 

71. While the visual approach to compactness makes sense in this context, in my 

judgment, its subjective nature only underscores that there is no absolute compactness 

requirement to be met but only the Hickel requirement for "the relative compactness of 

proposed and possible districts in determining whether a district is sufficiently compact" 

(emphasis added). Here, where Skagway and Juneau were already paired in a 

court-approved district, the relative sufficiency of its compactness appears already 

established and must be weighed against the other requirements for contiguity, which are 

straightforward based on the connection of the boundaries and socioeconomic integration, 

which is a fact-driven analysis of the areas being districted. 

72. According to his affidavit, Board Member Simpson merely used Juneau's 

boundaries and went north as far as population required to draw his new line between 

Districts 3 and 4: 

The northern boundary passes through the Mendenhall Valley area of Juneau. 
I drew the northern line by gathering census blocks moving outward from 
downtown Juneau, stopping when I had sufficiently populated the district. I 
worked with Board staff to make the line as straight as possible in light of 
the population and compactness goals, and the odd shape of available census 
blocks. 16 

Phone:(907)258-2000 15 A h 9 cs· D 111 1· 10 23) 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 ttac ment Impson epo. at , Ines - . 

16 Attachment 9 (Simpson Affidavit at paragraph 18). 

Corrected Affidavit of Kimball Brace (Expert Testimony For Skagway) 
ITMO Redistricting Challenges, Case No. 3AN-21-08869 CI (Consolidated) 

SGY-2004, Page 24 of 2703 

January 17, 2022 
Page 24 of 45 



EXC.SGY-000724

BRENA, BELL & 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Slreet, Suite JOO 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone: (907) 258-2000 
Facsimile: (907) 25S-2001 

73. In drawing his new Districts 3 and 4, Board Member Simpson seems to have 

taken the socioeconomic integration requirement entirely for granted. 

C. Socioeconomic Integration. 

74. "In addition to preventing gerrymandering, the requirement that districts be 

composed of relatively integrated socio-economic areas helps to ensure that a voter is not 

denied his or her right to an equally powerful vote." 17 

75. "[W]e should not lose sight of the fundamental principle involved in 

reapportionment- truly representative government where the interests of the people are 

reflected in their elected legislators. Inherent in the concept of geographical legislative 

districts is a recognition that areas of a state differ economically, socially, and culturally 

and that a truly representative government exists only when those areas of the state which 

share significant common interests are able to elect legislators representing those interests. 

Thus, the goal of reapportionment should not only be to achieve numerical equality but 

also to assure representation of those areas of the state having common interests." 18 

76. In evaluating relative socioeconomic integration, the Hickel court mentions 

specific factual characteristics such as transportation links, a common major economic 

activity, shared fishing, management of state lands, whether there is a predominately 

Native character of the populace, and geographical similarities and historical links. Based 

17 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 46. 
18 Id. (quoting Groh v. Egan, 526 P.2d 863, 890 (Alaska 1974) (Erwin, J., dissenting). 
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on this authority, the requirement for socioeconomic integration requires a look at such 

factual characteristics with comparison to "other previously existing and proposed districts 

as well as principal alternative districts to determine whether socio-economic links are 

sufficient." 19 

77. In reviewing the affidavits and depositions with regard to Skagway and 

Juneau, the most common theme is the relationship with tourism, particularly how Juneau 

and Skagway deal with cruise ships. 

78. I have firsthand experience with this because back in the 1990s, I 

accompanied my newly widowed mother on a 14-day cruise and land trip to Alaska. 

Although I was the only "under 40" person on an AARP trip, I fondly remember our stops 

in Juneau, Skagway, Valdez, and Seward, as well as riding the Alaska Railroad from 

Anchorage to Fairbanks. I still tell the story about how I was flown off landing in a float 

plane in Juneau harbor because a whale was breaching in the "run-way." I've flown 

thousands of flights in my lifetime and only occasionally had a landing diverted, but this 

was the only time that diversion was caused by a whale. 

79. According to the testimony offered by residents of Skagway, the cruise ship 

industry is of paramount economic importance to the community. To summarize this 

testimony: 20 

19 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 46-47. 

20 Attachment 5 (Affidavit of Andrew Cremata at paragraphs 23-41 ), Attachment 6 

(Affidavit of Brad Ryan at paragraphs 17-30), Attachment 7 (Affidavit of John Walsh at 
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• In 1983, Skagway's arrivals included 40,066 via cruise ship; 25,288 via 

ferry; and 72,384 via highway; by 2019, these numbers had shifted to 

983,917 via cruise ship; 9,640 via ferry; and 113,253 via highway. 

• Downtown Juneau and especially Skagway depend upon the cruise ship 

industry and were harmed by the recent pandemic-caused shutdown of 

cruises. As shown in the State of Alaska report issued in April 2021 

entitled "Impacts to Alaska from 2020/2021 Cruise Ship Season 

Cancellation," Juneau lost $33,706,844 for a single year under a no-sail 

order, while Skagway lost $13,233,250, an amount exceeding 100 

percent of Skagway' s annual operating budget. These impacts 

demonstrate the common socioeconomic interests of Skagway and 

downtown Juneau. 

• Further demonstrating the importance of the cruise industry in Skagway, 

Carnival Corporation recently purchased the White Pass & Yukon Route 

railway, Skagway's largest single employer for $290 million. 

• Skagway's officials often look to the regulations, taxes, tariffs, and 

personnel of the Juneau port in determining Skagway's port policies, 

especially now that Skagway is reassuming control of its port and 

establishing its own structure that should be consistent and congruent 

paragraphs 22-41 ), and Attachment 8 (Affidavit of Janice Wrentmore Affidavit at 

paragraphs 26-44). 
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with other Alaska ports. Particular projects and policies that tie Skagway 

to the Juneau port include port electrification, a possible electrical 

intertie, a cruise ship excise tax, and cruise ship scheduling. 

• Skagway officials have often traveled to downtown Juneau to confer 

with state and local officials on these topics and other matters. 

• Additionally, other tourism-related businesses operate in both Skagway 

and downtown Juneau, as shown by the more than 20 businesses with 

Skagway business licenses that list their principal address in Juneau. It 

is common for tour operators to off er combination booking of activities 

in both communities, for example whale watching in Juneau combined 

with riding the train in Skagway. 

• The COVID-19 pandemic and its devastating impacts on Skagway 

further joined it with downtown Juneau as they sought federal assistance 

for their communities to mitigate the loss of the cruise ships with 

Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security ("CARES") and 

American Rescue Plan Act ("ARPA") funds. Skagway suffered a 99.68 

percent reduction of arrival numbers in 2020 due to the COVID-19 

pandemic, with total losses estimated at over $300 million in taxable 

revenue spent within the community and $26.6 in taxes collected. Like 

downtown Juneau, Skagway received millions of dollars in federal aid 

as a major cruise industry port of call, but Skagway remains under a 
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declaration of financial emergency due to the devastating economic 

impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic. 

• The Mendenhall Valley simply has not faced the same economic impacts 

from COVID-19 as Skagway has. Just as the presence of a cruise ship 

port makes downtown Juneau entirely relevant to Skagway, the absence 

of such a port from the other areas of Juneau make them at best 

essentially irrelevant to Skagway from a socioeconomic standpoint. 

While Skagway officials are regularly in contact with all levels of 

government in downtown Juneau, they have no cause to travel to or 

otherwise confer with the Mendenhall Valley on any substantial policy 

matters. 

80. When asked about the facts regarding Skagway and Juneau's cruise ship 

integration in his deposition, Board Member Simpson was unaware of many of them but 

did not dispute any of them, in fact acknowledging it was primary reason for the testimony 

he received for maintaining the current district connection: 

Q. Okay. So you said: The reason it's been given is that they both have cruise 

ships going to them. I mean, every place in southeast has cruise ships going 

to it. So you're dismissing the connection between Skagway and Haines' in 

Downtown Juneau cruise ship connection, because, I quote, every place in 

southeast has cruise ships going to it; is that correct? 

A. Not dismissing it, but that was the primary reason that we heard over and 

over again for that connection between Skagway and Downtown Juneau, 

over and over again, that was the testimony. People did not talk about the 

hospital or going to visit their representative. They talked about the cruise 

connection and the -- that that was the business that -- that they were in. 
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Q. Do you know what percentage of Skagway's economy is the cruise ship 
connection? 

A. I would guess a substantial majority, nearly all. 

Q. Do you know who the largest employer in Skagway is? 

A. No. 

Q. Okay.· But -- so -- but you're -- you're saying every place in southeastern 
has cruise ships going to it.· You seem to be suggesting, by that, that that's a 
reason to discount the reason that's been given; is that your opinion? 

A. I'm not trying to discount it. I'm simply saying that it's not unique to those 
two locations. It is a fact that both of them have cruise ships going to them, 
but what I give less credence to is the concept that that ties Skagway to 
downtown more than it ties them to the whole community of Juneau. So, you 
know, all of Juneau deals with the cruise ships, whether positively or 
negatively, and it's a unified borough. So I didn't mean to minimize the 
impact of cruise ships on Skagway. I'm simply saying that it's not unique to 
those two places. 

Q. But we're discussing it within the context of whether Skagway should -
and Haines should be linked to the Mendenhall Valley or to Downtown 
Juneau, correct, that's the context of this conversation? A. Right. That's why 
the concept of cruise ships was brought up. 

Q. Okay. So does the fact that there are cruise ships that go into Ketchikan 
minimize -- is that relevant to the conversation about whether or not there is 
socioeconomic integration in the cruise ship industry between Skagway, 
Haines, and Downtown Juneau? 

A. Well, yes, it's relevant because the cruise industry is a huge driver and 
impacter on the private sector in southeast. 

Q. Okay. 

A. So yeah, it's not -- I'm just saying it's not unique to those two places. 

Q. Okay. Do any cruise ships dock in -- in Auke Bay or the Menden -- or the 
Valley of Juneau? 
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A. None of the large ones do, but they offload their passengers and send them 
by bus immediately to all parts of the borough, particularly the Mendenhall 
Glacier and Auke Bay for sport fishing and whale watching.· They go all 
over. 

Q. Okay. So you think the ultimate destination is something to be considered 
with the cruise ships, and you agree that it's also something to be considered 
with the ferry system? 

A. I did not ever say that the ultimate destination was not something to be 
considered. 

Q. Okay. 

A. You asked me where people were going, and I said where they went to 
shop. 

Q. Okay. So it says: Both have cruise ships going to them. There are no major 
cruise ships that go into north Juneau, are there? 

A. The cruise ships go into Juneau. The docks are at the south end of town. 
Q. Okay. Now, going down to the next factor -- well, first, let me just stay 
on this for a minute. You don't know that the largest employer in Skagway 
is White Pass and Yukon Route? 

A. No, I wasn't aware of that. It doesn't surprise me. 

Q. You're not aware that the members of the cruise industries own the largest 
employer in Skagway? 

A. I've heard that, yes. 

Q. Okay. And you're aware -- you were given specific testimony that when 
the cruise ships quit going to Skagway that the economy in Skagway 
collapsed by 95 percent? 

A. I -- I don't remember that specific testimony. But during the COVID 
period, I'm aware that every place that's reliant on the cruise industry 
suffered significantly. 

Q. Do you know that Juneau is the number one destination for the cruise 
industry in Alaska? 
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A. I've heard that, yes. 

Q. Do you know that Skagway is number three? 

A. I didn't know that, but I'm not surprised. 

Q. Are you aware of the distribution of -- of funds from-- from the <lockings, 
how they're distributed? 

A. No. 

Q. Are you aware -- would it surprise you to know, that -- well, are you aware 
of the -- of -- Mr. Simpson, the goal of districting, right, is to the degree 
practical is to get people who are socioeconomically integrated in the same 
district; right? 

A. That's one of several goals that we work toward."21 

81. In his affidavit, Board Member Simpson instead places primary emphasis on 

the ferry connection between Auke Bay and Skagway: "Of particular importance to me 

was that District 3 contains the Alaska Marine Highway terminals for all four of these 

communities, as the ferry system is the primary transportation link between each of the 

communities in District 3."22 

82. However, the testimony from Skagway residents was that the ferry both 

diminished in its importance and primarily connected with District 4. 23 Board Member 

Simpson also acknowledged these facts in his deposition: 

21 Attachment 9 (Simpson Depo. at 68, line 6-73, line 10). 
22 Attachment 4 (Simpson Affidavit at paragraph 17). 
23 Attachment 5 (Affidavit of Andrew Cremata at 47-50), Attachment 6 (Affidavit of Brad 
Ryan at 34-35), Attachment 7 (Walsh Affidavit at 47-50), and Attachment 8 (Wrentmore 
Affidavit at 50-53). 
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Q. Do you agree that the destinations for people coming in the ferry system 
at Auke Bay, from Skagway and Haines, would predominantly be in District 
4? 

A. That's your statement, not mine. I said that I didn't know where people 
getting off the ferry were destined for, but your point is taken that if they are 
coming there to shop, most of the shopping is probably in District 4, so I 
would concede that. 

Q. Okay. Now -- and you did agree that anybody coming in the ferry to speak 
to their legislator would -- or -- had government -- activities associated with 
government would be in District 4, would you agree that that would be the 
predominant destination? 

A. Typically, yes. 

Q. Excuse me for the interruption. Okay. And you'd agree that anybody 
going to the hospital in Juneau would go to District 4 because the hospital is 
in District 19; right? 

A. That's correct. 

Q. Okay. Now, you mentioned that -- okay. Let me just stop there. Do you 
consider the ferry system to have been becoming a less reliable link for 
transportation than it has been in the past? 

A.I -- I believe that's accurate, generally, yes. Over the 45 years or so that 
I've been riding it, it's gotten more expensive and less frequent. 

Q. And would you agree that - that the number of people arriving from 
Skagway and Haines, or the number of visitors -- well, let me rephrase, 
please. Do you know whether there's any ferry service in Skagway or Haines 
today? 

A. I don't know if there is today. I know in the winter it's reduced. 

Q. Do you know sometimes it's suspended entirely? 

A. If -- yeah, if there's not enough equipment available or the weather's 
horrible it doesn't go. 
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Q. And do you know whether the number of visitors arriving through the 
ferry link have gone down or up over the years? 

A. I don't know the number. It wouldn't surprise me if it's gone down. 

Q. Okay. So I'm -- I'm curious if -- if the ferry system is used as a destination 
point for locations in District 3 and District 4 why the location of the actual 
terminal weighs in favor of Skagway being linked to District 3 or District 4? 

A. Well, the location of the terminal isn't -- isn't really the key feature. It is 
the fact that the ferry system, even though it's diminished over the years, is 
still the major transportation link for the northern panhandle and the Lynn 
Canal communities. Auke Bay is a Lynn Canal community. Auke Bay, as 
well as the Mendenhall Valley, are simply part of Juneau. And, you know, 
all this discussion about, you know, where Fred Meyer is located or 
whatever, just seems irrelevant to me. People come in to Juneau to shop, but 
Juneau's a unified borough. It's all one and the same. So the ferry's on the 
north end, so yeah, it's not about where the terminal is located, it's about the 
fact that that transportation network ties in all of the Lynn Canal 
communities. 

Q. Well, it ties Skagway and Haines to Downtown Juneau, as well, doesn't 
it? 

A. Yes, that's the transportation link or hub for all the communities. 

Q. Okay. And if the majority of the people using that transportation link are 
destined to District 4, then it is -- the ferry system is a transportation link to 
District 4, as well, is it not? 

A. Yes, it is. 

Q. And I'm not sure if we're agreeing or disagreeing. It's my statement, 
would you agree or disagree, that most of the people visiting from Skagway 
and Haines, that enter through the Auke Bay terminal, are headed to locations 
in District 4; do you agree or disagree with that? 

A. I do not know where those people are headed. I'm certain there are many 
of them coming to visit friends and relatives that live in the residential areas 
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and not just to shop. I do agree with you that a number of the shopping 
locations, hospital and government offices are located in District 4. 24 

83. Additionally, Board Member Simpson seemed to assert that the government 

presence in downtown Juneau was somehow contrary to socioeconomic integration with 

Skagway: "Seasonally, cruise ships moor in Downtown Juneau, but the primary economic 

and employment drivers for the district are government entities."25 

84. But in his deposition, Board Member Simpson acknowledged that such 

government presence only indicates further socioeconomic integration between downtown 

Juneau and Skagway: 

I'm asking about your point in your testimony that the anchor in Downtown 
Juneau is government. You're aware that Skagway has to coordinate 
municipality to municipality with Juneau, to do that they have to go to 
Downtown Juneau; correct? 

A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. You're aware that Skagway has to integrate with the state 
legislatures, and to do that it goes to Downtown Juneau; correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Okay. You're aware that Skagway has to integrate with federal agencies 
and governments, and that they are located predominantly in Downtown 
Juneau; correct? 

A. Correct. 

Q. Okay. Now -- so the fact that Downtown Juneau is the seat of government, 
which Skagway and Haines has to access, is a point in favor of their 
socioeconomic integration and not against; correct? 

r:.~~~;.'.~~1~~~!~~~1 24 Attachment 9 (Simpson Depo. at 58, line 15-62, line 21 ). 
25 Attachment 4 (Simpson Affidavit at paragraph 19). 
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A. It -- yes, it has an impact on socioeconomic integration, I would agree 
with that. 

Q. Okay. Now, you're aware that the lobbyists for Skagway indicated that 
decades that he's been representing Skagway he's never had a meeting in the 
Mendenhall Valley; right? 

A. I -- I don't recall -

Q. Okay. 

A. -- him saying that, but it's possible. 

Q. Okay. So next, white-collar office workers versus fisherman and cement 
plant workers, okay, that goes to the similarity of the communities, not to 
their integration; correct? 

A. Yes, throughout the state, though, we've looked at the types of economies 
that are in communities that we were considering for inclusion in -- in the 
same district.· So the type of industries is -- is relevant to that. 

Q. Okay. And you think that cement plant workers trumps tourism as a 
socioeconomic integrator between Skagway -- let me say this, this way: You 
think the cement workers between the Valley or part of the Valley that you 
designated in 3 in Skagway is a greater socioeconomic link than the cruise 
industry? 
A. No.· And that's not my intent by that statement. I'm simply saying that the 
Valley, Mendenhall Valley area and out the road, it was -- it is not a site of 
the white-collar government workers and neither are Haines and Skagway. 26 

D. Splitting the Mendenhall Valley. 

85. In fact, Board Member Simpson stated his belief that Mendenhall Valley is 

not a real consideration because it is part of the Juneau borough and he simply moved his 

district line north as far he needed for population: 

26 Attachment 9 (Simpson Depo. at 81, line 20 - 84, line 1). 
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Q. Okay.· So there's a -- in this presentations he's making the point that to 
make the numbers work to link Skagway and Haines with the Mendenhall 
that you'd have to shed half the Mendenhall Valley; correct? 

A. That's not his exact language, but the point taken is that you have to split 
the borough of Juneau somewhere, because there's not enough population for 
two house seats within the borough.· So you've got to go elsewhere and you 
have to make a split somewhere. 

Q. Okay. So the consequence oflinking -- oflinking Skagway and Haines to 
the Valley instead ofto Downtown Juneau is that you have to split that -- the 
Valley in half? 

A. Well, the Valley isn't a thing. It's a single unified borough. And you don't 
have enough population for two seats if it -- even if it had enough for two 
seats you'd have to split it somewhere. So this is -- I think it's a comment that 
they don't like where the split occurred. 

Q. So if we can start at the airport, can you see the map here, there's the 
Juneau Douglas airport, just to orient you. 

A. Yes. 

Q. And so -- so the tradeoff here is -- is -- for adding Skagway in, is to take 
half the Mendenhall Valley out. There's a -- would you accept, subject to 
check, that there's roughly 1100 people in Skagway? 

A. Yes, that was something close to the census figure. 

Q. And couple thousand in Haines? 

A. That's right. 

Q. And so just looking in Skagway and Haines, only, as a result of -- of your 
map, they had to take 3,000 people out of the district -- out of District 4 and 
put them in District 3, and that is the line that makes the numbers work; right? 

A. That's just not how I would characterize it. If you're trying to draw a 
compact house district you go census block by census block until you 
basically get to a number that approximates 18,335, and then you try to make 
that as compact and as good of a line as you can given the limitations of the 
sometimes strangely drawn census blocks. 
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So, you know, you're looking for -- we started at the south end of 

Juneau, which was what I preferred to do for compactness, and went north 

until we got enough people in, and then tried to straighten up the line as -- as 

best as we could. 27 

86. Board Member Simpson acknowledged that no one testified in favor of the 

district line he drew, and most people from Skagway and Juneau testified against it, for 

keeping Skagway and Juneau together and/or keeping the Mendenhall Valley together: 

Q. Okay. I'd like to -- was there anybody, that you recall from your notes, 

that suggested that the Valley and downtown-- that the Valley should be split 

in half and joined with the downtown? 

A. Not that I recall, no. 

Q. So there wasn't any public testimony at the -- at the Juneau outreach that 

specifically supported your division of the Valley in half; correct? 

A. The question of splitting the Valley in half wasn't brought up one way or 

the other. Most people in the downtown area preferred keeping the existing 

arrangement. They did not talk about where the Valley would be split. 

Some people did weigh in that splitting, like around Fred Meyer or 

something, made sense to them. I recall some of that.· But I don't think 

anybody ever split the Valley in half, only because it just didn't come up in 

that context. 

Q. Okay. If we can go back to 162400 and the last witness, says, wants to 

keep Valley whole and downtown whole; right? That means don't split the 

Valley; right? 
A. I'll go with what it says, which is, keep the Valley and downtown whole. 

Q. Okay. And then in that same page, in the middle of the page, it says: In 

Juneau keep the downtown Valley divided, okay, that's suggesting 

downtown and the Valley be separated; right? 

27 Attachment 9 (Simpson Depo. at 101, line 3 - 103, line 7). 
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A. I take that to mean what said a few minutes ago, that people supported 
keeping the -- the line like around Fred Meyer or something that wherever 
the line is now, it was what those people were supporting. 

Q. Okay. And where the line is now doesn't split the Valley in half; right? 

A. Well, the line that we're proposing does not split the Valley in half, either. 
So your -- your question misstates the situation. 

Q. You got a line right up the middle the Mendenhall Valley community on 
Riverside Road.· You're saying that doesn't split the Valley in half? 

A. It does not. 

Q. Okay. All right. I'd like you to go to 162437, the Skagway meeting. Do 
you see that Mayor Cremata spoke for keeping Skagway downtown 
connected because of the economic link and the historic link? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Okay. Do you see that Ms. Potter pointed out that 95 percent of the 
economic ties of the economy of Skagway suffered as a result of the cruise 
ship interruption; do you see that? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Okay. Do you see Jaime Bricker suggesting that the tie with downtown is 
important as well as connected with rural areas; do you see that language? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Okay. Do you see John Walsh, on the next page, the city manager, 
favoring -- or the city lobbyist favoring keeping downtown with Skagway; 
correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And points out, doesn't recall telling needed to interface with the Valley.· 
So the lobbyist for Skagway is pointing out that he's never had -- he's never 
lobbied -- he's never had a meeting in the Valley; right? 

A. Correct. 
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Q. Okay. You see number five, she echoed that and said, retain the ties, 
number six said the same thing, both; correct? 

A. That's right. 

Q. So Tina Cyr, number eight, said keep alignment with downtown; right? 

A. That's right. 

Q. Ms. Hegen said keep with downtown; right? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Okay. In fact, the only person that talked about suggesting it was the last 
person, 162440, and that was Kathy Hosford; did you see that? 

A. Yes, I had a note from her, it looks like she started -- earlier got 
disconnected or something, but -- · · · · 

Q. Yes. 

A. I think she's the only one in this batch that spoke in favor of the northern 
connection. 

Q. Nobody mentions the northern connection. They're talking about whether 
Skagway and Haines should be connected with Downtown Juneau or with 
the Valley; right? 

A. Well, she talks about the Lynn Canal transportation corridor, and at the 
end she says that she believes Skagway and Haines belong with northern 
Lynn Canal. 
Q. Okay. 

A. So-

Q. · · I just want to be sure that we're accurately characterizing what they said 

A. Oh. 

Q. -- according to your notes. And -- and according to your notes the majority 
of them are talking about whether or not Skagway should be linked to 
downtown or the Valley; right? 
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A. That's correct. 28 

87. Board Member Simpson also acknowledged that no current public official 

spoke in favor of his district line: 

Q. So Senator Begich and Senator Kiehl both spoke in favor of maintaining 
Haines and Skagway with Downtown Juneau; correct? 

A. That's what appears here, yes. 

Q. Okay.· Did any current public official, at any point, speak in favor of 
joining Skagway and Haines with a portion of the Mendenhall Glacier that 
you used? 

A. Not that I recall. 29 

88. In drawing Districts 3 and 4, the Board appears to have essentially taken 

socioeconomic integration for granted without regard to the weight of testimony and other 

evidence. However, this view of compactness does not appear to be consistently applied 

throughout the districts of the final map. Regardless, the court decisions are clear that 

compactness must be balanced against the other constitutional criteria, and the mere fact 

that Juneau is a borough does not mean the Board can ignore the specific facts regarding 

relative socio-economic integration. 

89. Upon review of the constitutional requirements and the relevant affidavits 

and depositions, I find the socioeconomic facts outlined in the case to support the relative 

socioeconomic integration of Skagway with downtown Juneau as paramount. There is not 

F:c~~~~;.'.9<~~1~~~!~~1 28 Attachment 9 (Simpson Depo. at 115, line 22 - 120, line 12). 
29 Attachment 9 (Simpson Depo. at 97, lines 9-17). 
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the connection with the Mendenhall Valley. Further, the Final Plan failed to reflect the 

Mendenhall Valley as a unique neighborhood and community of interest which should 

have been kept together, rather than split in half and divided between two districts. The 

Board's final map fails to sufficiently reflect this reality. 

V. THE SKAGWAY ALTERNATIVE MAPS BETTER SATISFY THE 
CONSTITUTIONAL REDISTRICTING CRITERIA 

90. It is clear Districts 3 and 4 could be redrawn to only change the interior of 

those two boundaries. As a result, I have created two alternative plans for those two 

districts that can be embedded into the Board's existing plan, should the Court order these 

changes. Both alternatives would, in my judgment, comply with all constitutional 

standards and be superior alternatives to the Board's existing Districts 3 and 4. 

91. I have created two versions of these alternatives (the first one labeled 

Alternative A), which I also call the donut hole. The second alternative (labeled 

Alternative B) carried District 3 up the coast of the Lynn Cannel to the Kensington mine, 

roughly 38 miles Northeast of the Mendenhall Valley. 

92. Alternative A (the donut hole) creates two districts that are as close as 

possible in population between the two districts. 30 Moving District 3 farther up the coast 

in Alternative B pulls the population differences between the two districts a little farther 

apart but nothing to potentially violate acceptable population windows for deviations. 31 

Phonc:(907)258-2000 30 E h'b' BB (Sk Al • B) 
Facsimile: (907) 258-2001 X 1 1t agway ternatlve . 

31 Exhibit AA (Skagway Alternative Map A). 
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93. Both alternatives meet the constitutional standards for compactness and 

contiguity. 

94. Both alternatives permit Skagway and Haines to be in the same district as 

downtown Juneau to which they are most highly socioeconomically integrated. 

95. Both alternatives permit downtown Juneau to be separated from the 

Mendenhall Valley and permit the Mendenhall Valley community to be maintained as a 

whole community, rather than split in half. It seems clear the Mendenhall Valley is a true 

neighborhood that should be kept together in the same district. My review of the road 

patterns on the maps as well as the Google maps and the street view all confirm the 

Mendenhall Valley community is highly socioeconomically integrated and should be kept 

in the same district. Houses and locations on both sides of the Board's district boundary 

are nearly identical, indicating the Board's district boundary is separating neighbors into 

separate districts simply to include communities in the Upper Lynn Cannel that have 

minimal socioeconomic integration into the Mendenhall Valley. Under these 

circumstances, the Mendenhall valley neighborhood should stay in the same district and 

not be split in half. 

96. Both alternatives are also consistent with my understanding of the majority 

of the public comment to the Board from both the Juneau and Skagway public meetings, 

the unanimous opinion of the elected representatives of Skagway, the opinions of the 

BRENA,BELL& former elected legislators, the map proposed by the coalition in which Sealaska (the 
WALKER, P.C. 

810 N Street, Suite 100 
Anchorage, Ala5ka 99S01 

F:!~~~:.\9,~767~
528;;_~~~1 AN CSA regional corporation for Southeastern Alaska), the City Manager of Skagway, and 

the unanimous resolution of the Borough. 
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97. Based on all of the above, in my judgment, either of the Skagway alternative 

maps present a viable constitutional alternative to the Board's Districts 3 and 4, which were 

drawn based on one Board Member's view of compactness without regard to the evidence 

presented regarding socioeconomic integration by the people of Skagway, Haines, and 

Juneau. 

98. I reserve the right to supplement this affidavit based on further discovery 

and depositions in this case. 

DATED this / f~day of January, 2022. 

?~ fi~ 
Kimball Brace 

SUBSCRJBED AND SWORN to before me this f6_ day of January, 2022. 

~ 

NICOLE LYNN MERKLE r\~ /1 ,, 
. Commonwealth of Virginia - ~.....,I---'~-..~...._.....__... _ _ _ _____ _ 

' Notary Public Notary Public in and for Virginia 

Comml~sion N~. 7723570 My Commission Expires: Ola/ '3(> /2 0 '.ZS:: 
My Commission Expires 06/30/2025 
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EXC.SGY-000747

CITV/BOROUCH OF JUNEAU 
ALASKA'S CAPITAL CITY 

I, Laurie J. Sica, Municipal Clerk and Election Official for the City & Borough of Juneau, do 
HEREBY certify that I did conduct the canvass of the October 3, 2000, Regular Municipal 
Election and that the attached report reflects the number of persons voting, all votes cast at the 
election including the votes for Mayor, Assemblymember Areawide; Assemblymember District 
No. 1; Assemblymember District No. 2; School Board Members; and Proposition Nos. 1-6. 

DATED: October 10, 2000 

PLAINTIFF 
EXSGY-2013 
ADMITTED 0 
3AN-21-08869CI 

( ase Number) 

L~9~ 
Municipal Clerk & Election Official 

Review Board Member Tami Webster 

Review Board Member Bonnie Elder 

Review B ~r\Vanda Organist 

Subscribed and sworn to before me on this }D~day of October, 2000. 

~~~ ~~,,..,_ 
Notary Plili~fo~ of Alaska 
My commission expires: 3 j I tQ J '2.00 2 

--------155 So. Seward Street, Juneau, Alaska 99801-1 ]97 --------
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EXC.SGY-000748

1! Precincts Reo)rted 3-330 3-345 3-350 
1' Total 

Precincts .... N .... N 

:g :g ~ :, :, 

Cl ~ ~ ]§ ~ ~ 8 ~ 0 Q ~ ~ 

General Turnout 49.1% 38.7% 39.6% 42.2% 34.2% 44.0% 
Rro. Voters 24 054 10988 13 066 1679 l 002 963 Stats Ballots cast 11 799 4,256 5,176 709 343 424 
Zimmerman 523 186 212 27 17 7 
Parsons 5129 1582 2556 2SS 89 70 

Mayor Smitb 5_:wi 2 235 2116 370 213 329 
farmer 435 123 163 25 13 1:3 
Write In 80 33 27 c 3 ,2 

Area Wheeler 5848 2 313 2,461 389 192 330 
McConnochie 5071 1654 2 361 274 124 70 Wide 
Write In 119 53 39 10 5 7 

District 1 Koelsch I 7.217 2412 3 407 405 170 112 
Wnleln 2134 101, 703 147 103 235 

District 2 
Anderson 6 892 2 361 3 209 392 176 1.30 
Write In 649 2.85 235 30 29 66 
Cohen 6545 2374 2947 405 166 234 

School Schorr 6496 2 388 2 903 403 168 249 
Board Peterson 6 674 T480 2.907 415 185 260 

Write Io 1189 461 543 59 "37 51 
Yes 8 043 2 962 3467 510 215 332 Prop 1 
No 3,415 1,145 1588 180 109 79 
Yes 7773 2.878 3 335 507 224 311 Prop2 
No '3 774 1.775 1740 188 106 104 

Prop3 
Yes 8777 3189 3 815 529 250 340 
No 2 514 862 1170 144 79 62 

Prop4 
Yes 3171 1156 1327 205 110 121 
No 74&5 2·'718 334:3 447 197 264 

Prop 5 
For 3 562 1394 1418 231 144 212 
Aaainst 8 030 2785 3 672 467 192 206 

Prop 6 
ferrv 5 840 2,213 2 338 390 206 328 
Rclajil 5 761 1897 ' 2 763 3(!5 1J6 87 

3-370 3-375 

"' r--
:, :, 

~ "' QJ 
C: 

~ ~ 
38.8% 42-8% 

771 869 
280 372 

9 12 
93 110 

165 232 
4 7 
6 1 

165 217 
99 127 

4 3 
148 170 
89 132 

147 168 
Z2 40 

16' 198 
171 21' 
I72 224 
33 61 

206 278 
67 83 

199 '265 
76 9i 

210 291 
57 64 
77 75 

184 259 
100 144 
174 225 
187 244 
89 112 

Official 
Municipal Election Results 

3-380 3-385 3-390 3-410 3-415 

"' Vl 

IB 
1: h "' C: 

0 .c: 0) 0-"' 
.§ ill 

~ e- 1: :, 
<( "'~ 0 0 1/l u _, u za 

35.5% 38.8% 36.6% 45.1% 44.7"/a 
1336 1 236 1 399 1286 860 

474 480 512 580 384 
16 32 32 16 7 

188 223 267 190 157 
255 199 176 344 195 
.10 13 18 21 7 

1 1 8 2 2 
237 227 229 363 198 
211 218 239 190 154 

6 7 8 6 2 
295 320 376 287 221 
92 65 43 .165 7.3 

278 321 362 277 204 
30 20 20 50 16 

301 273 285 310 208 
295 263 265 '328 225 
278 279 290 324 21' 
60 40 48 67 44 

347 312 301 446 293 
1.13 152 197 115 71 
346 303 290 439 277 
122 165 207 129 94 
374 358 345 463 308 

83 99 138 94 55 
121 121 159 f53 85 
313 316 310 366 255 
141 116 102 211 117 
328 357 398 352 255 
245 203 174 363 196 
222 2'68 329 -1.07 1~ 

10/10/2000 5: 13 PM 
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3-425 4-320 4-325 4-340 4-395 4-400 4-405 4-430 4-4351 

] 
.... N .... N 

& ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 1 
~ al "'"' u ~"' ~"' e ~"' ~ "' g 

11 ~~ 
0,""0 
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30.1% 37.8% 35.1% 44.5% 40.5% 33.4% 50.2% 39.5% 35.3% n/a n/a 

923 1 743 1 514 975 1 767 1298 881 2 256 1 346 n/a n/a 
278 659 532 434 716 434 442 891 488 1,198 1,169 

27 23 22 rs 23 35 13 42 23 47 78 
f27 304 298 208 428 221 155 496 256 528 463 
101 294 179 192 219 151 260 308 169 507 491 
13 18 fj 7 27 13 8 27 25 84 65 
4 6 2 0 5 4 1 3 4 6 14 

129 320 223 218 293 185 251 406 202 508 566 
138 291 282 189 376 209 161 419 244 582 474 

1 7 3 2 4 6 0 5 6 13 14 
195 417 385 2n SH 2% 232 650 352 710 688 
13 102 'S' 75 68 37 85 69 48 218 201 

183 386 359 258 490 288 218 600 333 639 683 
12 32 1.1 25 22 18 27 32 18 70 59 

142 3_80 316 266 407 251 233 500 28'1 634 590 
134 361 305 ...,,261 400 231 244 492 281 671 534 
163 373 304 256 389 '250 240 496 275 685 602 
28 85 37 <;'j 54 32 60 93 58 96 89 

168 467 347 301 442 273 318 577 296 878 736 
94 181 165 122 251 152( 120 298 184 294 388 

156 437 337 294 ""' 262 295 529 296 784 776 
116 211 .177 129 254 1~1 145 348 f86 397 362 
184 510 375 337 524 297 326 630 353 915 858 
81 130 134 82 160 115 104 230 121 243 239 
82 176 15' 105 173 l27 87 224 128 309 379 

17' 428 329 292 463 258 307 584 316 783 /;J1 

87 187 135 133 160 110 212 170 100 373 377 
183 465 383 293 545 316 226 707 385 811 762 
100 318 214 215 258 164 267 345 194 656 573 
169 3~ 3Q6 2,12 443 2,6S 169 535 292 521 580 



EXC.SGY-000749

Zimmennan Patty 

EXPLANATORY BALLOT/ SAMPLE BALLOT 
THE CITY AND BOROUGH OF JUNEAU REGULAR MUNICIPAL ELECTION 

OCTOBER 3, 2000 

Laurie J. Sica, Election Official 

MAYOR 
VOTE FOR NOT MORE THAN ONE 

Parsons. James (Jami •) 
mith Sall 

Fanner Mark 
Write-in 

Wheeler Marc E. 
McConnochie. Pegg Ann 
Write-in 

Koelsch Ken 
Write-in 

Anderson Dale 
Write-in 

Write-in 
Write-in 
Write-in 

ASSEMBLY AREA WIDE 
VOTE FOR NOT MORE THAN ONE 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 1 
VOTE FOR NOT MORE THAN ONE 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 2 
VOTE FOR NOT MORE THAN ONE 

SCHOOL BOARD 
VOTE FOR NOT MORE THAN THREE 

PROPOSITION NO. 1 
EXPLANATION 

D 

a 
a 
a 
a 

a 
a 
a 

a 
a 

a 
a 

a 
a 
a 
D 

a 
a 

Juneau currently has a permanent 1% sales tax, a temporary 1% sales tax, and a temporary 3% sales tax. The temporary 1% sales 

tax is automatically repealed on January I, 2001. The temporary 3% sales tax is automatically repealed on June 30, 2002. The 

total of all sales taxes is currently 5%. 

This proposition would continue the current 3% temporary sales tax rate for an additional 5 years. Therefore, the total sales tax 

rate would continue to be 5% as it is at the present time until June 30, 2007. This proposition would also continue the allocation 

of the temporary 3% sales tax revenues as follows: 
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EXC.SGY-000750

Current Temporary Sales Tax 
(repealed June 30, 2002) 

1.00% schools, public safety and other 
general purposes 

1.00% roads, drainage, retaining walls, 
sidewalks, stairs, and other capital 
improvements 

1.00% allocated annually by the assembly 
among capital improvements to 
include water and sewer system 
extensions and an emergency budget 
reserve, as necessary, and youth 
activities 

3.00% Temporary sales tax until 
June 30, 2002 

New Proposed Temporary Sales Tax 
(July 1, 2002, to June 30, 2007) 

1.00% schools, public safety and other 
general purposes 

1.00% roads, drainage, retaining walls, 
sidewalks, stairs, and other capital 
improvements 

1.00% allocated annually by the assembly 
among capital improvements to 

include water and sewer system 
extensions and an emergency budget 
reserve, as necessary, and youth 
activities 

3.00% Temporary sales tax until 
June 30, 2002 

PROPOSITION NO. 1 
LEVY OF TEMPORARY 3% SALES TAX 

Authorization to Renew a Temporary 3% Areawide Sales Tax Effective July 1, 2002, in Addition to the 2% Areawide Sales 

Tax for a Period of5 Years Only to Be Used for Certain Purposes as Set Forth Below. 

Shall the City and Borough of Juneau, Alaska, levy and collect a temporary 3% areawide sales tax on the sale price of retail sales, 

services, and rentals within the City and Borough, effective July I, 2002, for a period of 5 years only, in addition to the 1 % 

permanent areawide sales tax and the I% temporary areawide sales tax. 

It is the intent of the Assembly to use the temporary 3% areawide sales tax as follows : 

Total: 

1.00% 
1.00% 
1.00% 

3.00% 

schools, police services, fire protection, and other general purposes 
roads, drainage, retaining walls, sidewalks, stairs, and other capital improvement projects 

allocated annually by the assembly among capital improvements to include water and sewer system 

extensions, an emergency budget reserve, as necessary, and youth activities 

Temporary Sales Tax 

YES 
NO 

PROPOSITION NO. 2 
EXPLANATION 

Juneau currently has a permanent I% sales tax, a temporary I% sales tax, and a temporary 3% sales tax. The temporary I% sales 

tax is automatically repealed on January I, 2001. The temporary 3% sales tax is automatically repealed on July I, 2002. The total 

of all sales taxes is currently 5%. 

This proposition would add a temporary 1% sales tax for 5 years, beginning on January 1, 2001 , and ending on December 31 , 

2005. This tax takes effect immediately upon expiration of the current I% temporary tax, so the total of all sales taxes will remain 

at5%. 

The intent of the Assembly is to use this tax to pay for school repairs and improvements, expansion and improvement of Bartlett 

Regional Hospital, and a covered ice rink and recreational facility at Savikko Park. . 
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EXC.SGY-000751

PROPOSITION NO. 2 
LEVY OF TEMPORARY 1% SALES TAX 

Authorization to Levy a Temporary 1 % Sales Tax Effective January 1, 2001, for a Period of5 years Only, in Addition to 

the 4% Areawide Sales Tax, to be Used for the Repair, Rehabilitation, and Improvement of Schools, for Expansion and 

Improvement of Bartlett Regional Hospital, and for a Portion of the Cost of Construction of a Covered lee Rink and 

Recreational Facility at Savikko Park. 

Shall the City and Borough of Juneau levy and collect a temporary 1 % areawide sales tax on retail sales, services, and rentals 

within the City and Borough, effective January 1, 2001 , for a period of 5 years only, in addition to the 4% tax? 

It is the intention of the Assembly that this temporary I% sales tax be used for the repair, rehabilitation, and improvement of 

schools and for expansion and improvement of Bartlett Regional Hospital. This sales tax shall also be used for a portion of the 

cost of construction of a covered ice rink and recreational facility at Savikko Park. 

YES 
NO 

PROPOSITION NO. 3 
EXPLANATION 

The proposition will authorize the issuance of$7,717,000 in general obligation bond debt for the purpose of making the 

following renovations, upgrades and improvements to School District facilities: 

Auke Ba Elemcnlar Roof $934,000 
1,005,000 

283,000 
310,000 

5,185,000 

These projects qualify for 70% State reimbursement under the State's School Construction Bond Debt Reimbursement Program. 

To comply with the State reimbursement requirements, the funding for these projects must be in the form of a bond issue and 

issued for a minimum period of IO years. Total annual debt service costs after State reimbursement, assuming an interest rate of 

6% and the State Legislature fully funding the Reimbursement Program, will be $314,500. It is the intent of the Assembly to pay 

this debt service cost from the 1 % sales tax levy presented for voter approval in Proposition 2. However, approval of the sales 

tax proposition is not required for this proposition to become effective. 

PROPOSITION NO. 3 
GENERAL OBLIGATJON BONDS, 2000, $7,717,000 

For the purpose of paying the cost of construction, and renovations, upgrades and improvements necessary to be made to 

certain City and Borough of Juneau educational facilities, shall the City and Borough of Juneau, Alaska, issue and sell its 

general obligation Bonds, maturing within 10 years of their date of issue, in the aggregate principal amount of not to exceed 

$7,717,000. 

Assuming the Bonds are issued in the principal amount of$7,717,000, mature over a IO-year period and bear interest at an 

average rate of 6.0% per annum, the estimated total cost of the project (including estimated total interest on the Bonds) is 

$10,485,000. The annual operation and maintenance costs for the School District's facilities, excluding the educational functions, 

are approximately $4,650,000 (not paid from Bond proceeds). The School District anticipates that the annual operation and 

maintenance costs of the District will decrease by approximately $45,000 per year as a result of the proposed projects. 

Under current statutes, the projects being funded with this bond issue qualify for 70% reimbursement of the related Bond debt 

service costs. The funds available for the reimbursement program are subject to annual appropriation by the Legislature. If the 

Legislature fully funds the debt reimbursement program, it is estimated that the City and Borough of Juneau would receive a 

minimum of$7,339,500 from the State of Alaska and the City and Borough would pay no more than $3,145,500 of the remaining 

debt service. It is estimated that, if the Bonds are issued in the principal amount of $7,717,000 and if the State of Alaska fully 

funds the debt reimbursement program, on a property with an assessed value of $100,000, annual taxes in the amount of $14.00 
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EXC.SGY-000752

would be required to retire the debt. This example of a property tax levy is provided for illustrative purposes only. It is the intent 
of the Assembly to pay debt service costs from the I% sales tax levy presented for voter approval in Proposition 2. However, 
approval of the sales tax proposition is not required for this proposition to become effective. 

BONDS, YES 
BONDS, NO 

PROPOSITION NO. 4 
EXPLANATION 

The City and Borough of Juneau Charter provides that every ten years subsequent to 1970 the clerk shall place on the ballot for 
the next regular election the question: "Shall there be a Charter Commission to review or amend the Charter?" If a majority 
of the qualified voters voting on the question vote "yes," nine qualified voters to serve as the Charter Commission shall be 
chosen at the next regular election or at a special election. All meetings of the Charter Commission shall be open to the public. 
The Charter Commission shall have plenary power to review the Charter and may, by a vote of at least five of its membership, 

propose amendments to the Charter. 

PROPOSITION NO. 4 
CHARTER COMMISS/0 

Shall there be a Charter Commission to review or amend the Charter? 

YES [ 
NO [ 

PROPOSITION NO. 5 
EXPLANATION 

This initiative proposes an ordinance to limit tourist flights in Juneau. The initiative says that the right to peace and quiet is a part of the right 
of privacy under the Alaska Constitution. The provisions of the initiative include: 

The City and Borough of Juneau (CBJ) requests that the U.S. Forest Service over a three year period reduce the number of Juneau lcefield 
helicopter landing permits it issues until the number of permits issued each year is the same as the number issued in 1994. 

No business which holds Juneau Icefield helicopter landing permits or which regularly has tourist flights may conduct tourist flights or 
associated logistical flights between 5 pm and 9 am, Sunday through Friday, or anytime on Saturday. These restrictions apply between May 
1 and September 30. 

No new heliport may be constructed unless it is demonstrated that the total noise impact on people and wildlife which would result from its 
construction and use would be reduced from that which existed in 1999. 

For a period of one year from the effective date of the initiative , CBJ shall not expand the zones in which heliports are a permitted conditional 
use. 

CBJ may not spend public money for studies or tests for new heliports. Existing contracts for such studies or tests will be cancelled. 

"Tourist flight" is defined as any flight which includes helicopter landings on the Juneau Icefield, or any helicopter or fixed-wing flight which 
originates in Juneau for the purpose of sightseeing or for transporting tourists where the passengers are returned to Juneau on the same day. 
"Tourist" is defined as a person visiting Juneau on a short-term basis. 

PROPOSITION NO. 5 
AN INITIATIVE FOR AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO TOURIST FLIGHTS 

Shall an ordinance be adopted to control noise from tourist flights by requesting that the federal government reduce 
Juneau Icefield helicopter landings; by enacting municipal regulation of tourist flight schedules; by restricting the 
construction of new heliports, and by prohibiting municipal research related to new heliports? 
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For the Ordinance [ 
Against the Ordinance [ 

PROPOSITION NO. 6 
EXPLANATION 

Through this ballot measure, the Assembly asks for your advice on improving access to Juneau. This is a non-binding 
measure. Currently, surface transportation is available to and from Juneau by mainline ferries. 

Two alternatives are available: 
1. Enhanced ferry service. 
2. A road. 

PROPOSITION NO. 6 
ADVISORY PROPOSITION ON SURFACE TRANSPORTATION NORTH FROM JUNEAU 

Which of the following do you support for improving access from Juneau north? Pick one. 

Enhanced Ferry Service 
A Road 
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NoncE OF REGULAR MUNICIPAL ELECTlON-OCTOBER 3, 2000 

Notice is hereby given that a Regular Municipal Election will be held in the City & Borough of 

Juneau, Alaska on the 3rd day of October, 2000. The polls will be open from 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 
p.m. on Election Day. Polling places are shown below. Registered voters of the State of Alaska who 

reside within the City and Borough of Juneau are eligible to vote in this election. Voters should be 

prepared to display identification at the polling place when voting. 

The purpose of the election is: 

·l. To elect from candidates residing in the entire City and Borough of Juneau, one Mayor for a 

term of three years; 

2. To elect from candidates residing in the entire City and Borough of Juneau, one Areawide 

Assemblymember for an unexpired term of two years; 

3. To elect from candidates residing in Election District No. 1, one Assemblymember for a 

term of three years; 

3. To elect from candidates residing in Election District No. 2, one Assemblymember for a 

term of three years; 

4. To elect from candidates residing in the entire City and Borough of Juneau, three members 

of the School Board for three terms of three years each; and 

5. To vote on the following areawide propositions: 

. PROPOSITION NO. 1 
EXPLANATION 

Juneau currently has a permanent 1 % sales tax, a temporary 1 % sales tax, and a 
temporary 3% sales tax. The temporary 1 % sales tax is automatically repealed on 
January 1, 2001. The temporary 3% sales tax is automatically repealed on June 

30, 2002. The total of all sales taxes is currently 5%. 

This proposition would continue the current 3% temporary sales tax rate for an 

additional 5 years. Therefore, the total sales tax rate would continue to be 5% as 

it is at the present time until June 30, 2007. This proposition would also continue 
the allocation of the temporary 3% sales tax revenues as follows: 
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Notice of Regular Municipal Election--October 3,2000 
Page2 

Current Temporary New Proposed Temporary 
Sales Tax (repealed Sales Tax (July 1, 2002, 
June 30, 2002) to June 30, 2007) 

1.00% schools, public 1.00% schools, public 
safety safety 
and other and other 
general purposes general purposes 

1.00% roads, drainage, 1.00% roads, drainage, 
retaining walls, retaining walls, 
sidewalks, stairs sidewalks, stairs, 
and other capital and other capital 
improvements improvements 

1.00% allocated annually by 1.00% allocated annually by 
the assembly among the assembly among 
capital improvements capital improvements 
to include water and to include water and 
sewer system extensions sewer system extensions 
and an emergency budget and an emergency budget 
reserve, as necessary, reserve, as necessary, 
and youth activities and youth activities 

3.00% Temporary sales tax 3.00% Proposed temporary 
until June 30, 2902 sales tax starting 

July 1, 2002, and 
ending June 30, 2007 
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EXC.SGY-000756

Notice of Regular Municipal Election--October 3,2000 
Page 3 

PROPOSITION NO. 1 
LEVY OF TEMPORARY 3% SALES TAX 

Authorization to Renew a Temporary 3% Areawide Sales Tax Effective July 
1, 2002, in Addition to the 2% Areawide Sales Tax for a Period of 5 Years 
Only to Be Used for Certain Purposes as Set Forth Below. 

Shall the City and Borough of Juneau, Alaska, levy and collect a temporary 3% 
areawide sales tax on the sale price of retail sales, services, and rentals within the 
City and Borough, effective July I, 2002, for a period of 5 years only, in addition 
to the 1 % permanent areawide sales tax and the 1 % temporary areawide sales tax. 

It is the intent of the Assembly to use the temporary 3% areawide sales tax as 
follows: 

Total: 

1.00% schools, police services, fire protection, and other 
general purposes 

1.00% roads, drainage, retaining walls, sidewalks, stairs, and 
other capital improvement projects 

1.00% allocated annually by the assembly among capital 
improvements to include water and sewer system 
extensions, an emergency budget reserve, as necessary, 
and youth activities 

3.00% Te,mporary Sales Tax 

YES 
NO 
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EXC.SGY-000757

Notice of Regular Municipal Election--October 3,2000 
Page 4 

PROPOSITION NO. 2 
EXPLANATION 

Juneau currently has a permanent 1 % sales tax, a temporary l % sales tax, and a 
temporary 3% sales tax. The temporary 1 % sales tax is automatically repealed on 
January 1, 2001. The temporary 3% sales tax is automatically repealed on July 1, 
2002. The total of all sales taxes is currently 5%. 

This proposition would add a temporary 1 % sales tax for 5 years, beginning on 
January l, 2001, and ending on December 31, 2005. This tax takes effect 
immediately upon expiration of the current l % temporary tax, so the total of all 
sales taxes will remain at 5%. 

The intent of the Assembly is to use this tax to pay for school repairs and 
improvements, expansion and improvement of Bartlett Regional Hospital, and a 
covered ice rink and recreational facility at Savikko Park. 

PROPOSITION NO. 2 
LEVY OF TEMPORARY 1% SALES TAX 

Authorization to Levy a Temporary 1 % Sales Tax Effective January 1, 2001, 
for a Period of 5 years Only, in Addition to the 4% Areawide Sales Tax, to 
be Used for the Repair, Rehabilitation, and Improvement of Schools, for 
Expansion and Improvement of Bartlett Regional Hospital, and for a Portion 
of the Cost of Construction of a Covered Ice Rink and Recreational Facility 
at Savikko Park. 

Shall the City and Borough of Juneau levy and collect a temporary l % areawide 
sales tax on retail sales, services, and rentals within the City and Borough. 
effective January 1, 2001 , for a period of 5 years only, in addition to the 4% tax? 

It is the intention of the Assembly that this temporary 1 % sales tax be used for the 
repair, rehabilitation, and improvement of schools and for expansion and 
improvement of Bartlett Regional Hospital. This sales tax shall also be used for 
a portion of the cost of construction of a covered ice rink and recreational facility 
at Savikko Park. 

YES 
NO 
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Notice of Regular Municipal Election--October 3,2000 
Page 5 

PROPOSITION NO. 3 
EXPLANATION 

The proposition will authorize the issuance of $7,717,000 in general 
obligation bond debt for the purpose of making the following renovations, 
upgrades and improvements to School District facilities: 

Auke Bay Elementary Roof Replacement; $934,000 
Marie Drake and Harborview Elementary Gym Roof Replacement; 1,005,000 
High School and Gastineau Elementary HeatingNentilation; 283,000 
High School Auxiliary Gym and Floyd Dryden Gym Floor Replacement; and 310,000 
Floyd Dryden Middle School Renovations 5,185,000 

These projects qualify for 70% State reimbursement under the State's School 
Construction Bond Debt Reimbursement Program. To comply with the State 
reimbursement requirements, the funding for these projects must be in the form 
ofa bond issue and issued for a minimum period of 10 years. Total annual debt 
service costs after State reimbursement, assuming an interest rate of 6% and the 
State Legislature fully funding the Reimbursement Program, will be $314,500. It 
is the intent of the Assembly to pay this debt service cost from the 1 % sales tax 
levy presented for voter approval in Proposition 2. However, approval of the sales 
tax proposition is not required for this proposition to become effective. 

PROPOSITION NO. 3 
GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS, 2000, $7,717,000 

For the purpose of paying the cost of construction, and renovations, upgrades 
and improvements necessary to be made to certain City and Borough of 
Juneau educational facilities, shall the City and Borough of Juneau, Alaska, 
issue and sell its general obligation Bonds, maturing within 10 years of their 
date of issue, in the aggregate principal amount of not to exceed $7,717,000. 

Assuming the Bonds are issued in the principal amount of $7,717,000, mature 
over a 10-year period and bear interest at an average rate of 6.0% per annum, the 
estimated total cost of the project (including estimated total interest on the Bonds) 
is $10,485,000. The annual operation and maintenance costs for the School 
District's facilities, excluding the educational functions, are approximately 
$4,650,000 (not paid from Bond proceeds). The School District anticipates that 
the annual operation and maintenance costs of the District will decrease by 
approximately $45,000 per year as a result of the proposed projects. 
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Under current statutes, the projects being funded with this bond issue qualify for 
70% reimbursement of the related Bond debt service costs. The funds available 
for the reimbursement program are subject to annual appropriation by the 
Legislature. If the Legislature fully funds the debt reimbursement program, it is 
estimated that the City and Borough of Juneau would receive a minimum of 
$7,339,500 from the State of Alaska and the City and Borough would pay no 
more than $3,145,500 of the remaining debt service. It is estimated that, if the 
Bonds are issued in the principal amount of$7,717,000 and if the State of Alaska 
fully funds the debt reimbursement program, on a property with an assessed value 
of$100,000, annual taxes in the amount of$14.00 would be required to retire the 
debt. This example of a property tax levy is provided for illustrative purposes 
only. It is the intent of the Assembly to pay debt service costs from the 1% sales 
tax levy presented for voter approval in Proposition 2. However, approval of the 
sales tax proposition is not required for this proposition to become effective. 

BONDS, YES 
BONDS,NO 

After voter approval of the bond proposition and in anticipation of the issuance 
of such bonds, the City and Borough may issue short term obligations, under 
such date and in such amount, form, terms, maturity, and bearing such rate or 
rates of interest, all as may hereafter be fixed by ordinance of the City and 
Borough, consistent with limitations imposed by State law and by the Home Rule 
Charter and Code of the City and Borough. 
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In accordance with Section 10.5 of the Home Rule Charter of the City and 
Borough of Juneau, the following additional information is provided with respect 
to the general obligation bonds proposed in Proposition 3. 

Maximum interest rate the Donds shall bear: 7.0% per annum 
Estimated actual interest rates for the bonds will range between 5.0% and 6.0% 
Estimated total annual debt service on the Bonds at 6% (before the State's 
70% Reimbursement): $1,048,500 
Estimated net annual debt service on the Bonds at 6% (after full funding of 
the State's 70% Reimbursement): $314,600 
Assessed value of property within the City and Borough of Juneau's 
boundaries as of January I, 2000 $2.30 billion 
Estimated tax levy necessary to fund bond debt service per $ I 00,000 of 
assessed value using a bond debt rate of 6% and net of the State's 70% 
Reimbursement: $14.00 

The current general obligation (G.0.) bonded indebtedness, including 
authorized but unsold bonds of the City and Borough, as of June 30, 2000, 
is as follows: 
G.O. Bonds Issued and Outstanding: 

Issued for school projects $12,134,500 
Issued for other general purposes 9,297,500 

Total 21,432,000 
Authorized but Unsold G.0. Debt: 

School projects 2,343,000 
General purposes 0 

Total 2,343 000 

Total G.O. bonded indebtedness, including authorized but unsold bonds $23 775.000 

Principal and interest payments for the year July I, 2000, through June 30, 
200 l, constituting the cost of debt service on current indebtedness: 

Principal $4,263,300 
Interest 824.900 
Total $5,088,200 
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PROPOSITION NO. 4 
EXPLANATION 

Every ten years subsequent to 1970 the clerk shall place on the ballot for the next 
regular election the question: "Shall there be a Charter Commission to review or 
amend the Charter?" If a majority of the qualified voters voting on the question 
vote "yt:s," nine qualified voters to serve as the Charter Commission shall be 
chosen at the next regular election or at a special election. All meetings of the 
Charter Commission shall be open to the public. The Charter Commission shall 
have plenary power to review the Charter and may, by a vote of at least five of its 
membership, propose amendments to the Charter. 

PROPOSITION NO. 4 
CHARTER COMMISSION 

Shall there be a Charter Commission to review or amend the Charter? 

YES 
NO 
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PROPOSITION NO. 5 
EXPLANATION 

This initiative proposes an ordinance to limit tourist flights in Juneau. The initiative says that the 
right to peace and quiet is a part of the right of privacy under the Alaska Constitution. The 
provisions of the initiative include: 

The City and Borough of Juneau (CBJ) requests that the U.S. Forest Service over a three 
year period reduce the number of Juneau Icefield helicopter landing permits it issues until 
the number of permits issued each year is the same as the number issued in 1994. 

No business which holds Juneau Icefield helicopter landing permits or which regularly 
has tourist flights may conduct tourist flights or associated logistical flights between 5 pm 
and 9 am, Sunday through Friday, or anytime on Saturday. These restrictions apply 
between May 1 and September 30. 

No new heliport may be constructed unless it is demonstrated that the total noise impact 
on people and wildlife which would result from its construction and use would be 
reduced from that which existed in 1999. 

For a period of one year from the effective date of the initiative, CBJ shall not expand 
the zones in which heliports are a permitted conditional use. 

CBJ may not spend public money for studies or tests for new heliports. Existing contracts 
for such studies or tests will be cancelled. 

"Tourist flight" is defined as any flight which includes helicopter landings on the Juneau 
Icefield, or any helicopter or fixed-wing flight which originates in Juneau for the purpose 
of sightseeing or for transporting tourists where the passengers are returned to Juneau on 
the same day. "Tourist" is de~ned as a person visiting Juneau on a short-term basis. 

PROPOSITION NO. 5 
AN INITIATIVE FOR AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO TOUR/,ST FLIGHTS 

Shall an ordinance be adopted to control noise from tourist flights by requesting that the 
federal government reduce Juneau Icefield helicopter landings; by enacting municipal 
regulation of tourist flight schedules; by restricting the construction of new heliports, and by 
prohibiting municipal research related to new heliports? 

For the Ordinance 
Against the Ordinance 
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PROPOSITION NO. 6 
EXPLANATION 

Through this ballot measure, the Assembly asks for your advice on improving access 
to Juneau. This is a non-binding measure. 

Currently, surface transportation is available to and from Juneau by mainline ferries. 
Two alternatives are available: 

1. Enhanced ferry service. 

2. A road. 

PROPOSITION NO. 6 
ADVISORY PROPOSITION ON SURFACE TRANSPORTATION NORTH FROM JUNEAU 

Which of the foIJowing do you support for improving access from Juneau 
north? Pick one. 

Enhanced Ferry Service 

A Road 
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2000 CITY & BOROUGH OF JUNEAU POLLING PLACES 
MUNICIPAL ELECTION - OCTOBER 3, 2000 

Precinct Precinct Name Precinct Location Precinct Address 
Number 
04 320 Auke Bay Auke Bay Fire Hall l 1900 Glacier Highway 
04 325 Brotherhood Bridge Mendenhall Mall 9105 Mendenhall Mall Rd. 
03 330 Douglas Douglas Library 1016 Third Ave. 
04 340 Fritz Cove Chapel by the Lake Smith Hall, Auke Lake Way 
03 345 Juneau No. 1 Assembly Chambers 155 S. Seward St. 
03 350 Juneau No. 2 Holy Trinity Church 325 Gold St. 
03 370 Juneau No. 6 Northern Light United Church 400 11 !fl St. 
03 375 Juneau No. 7 Juneau Senior Center 895 W. ]2tn St. 
03 380 Juneau No. 9 Douglas Island Bible Church 2770 David St. 
03 385 Juneau Airport Nugget Mall 8745 Glacier Highway 
03 390 Lemon Creek AEL&P 560 I Tonsgard Ct. 
04 395 Lower Mendenhall # 1 Mendenhall Mall 9105 Mendenhall Mall Rd. 
04 400 Lower Mendenhall #2 Valley Senior Center 9055 Atlin Drive 
04 405 Lynn Canal Auke Bay Ferry Tenninal 13.8 Mile Glacier Highway 
03 410 North Douglas Juneau Fire Station 820 Glacier Ave . 
03 415 Salmon Creek Bartlett Regional Hospital 3260 Hospital Dr. 
03 425 Switzer Creek Bethel Assembly Church 8001 Glacier Highway 
04 430 Upper Mendenhall #I Glacier Valley Baptist Church 3921 Mendenhall Loop Rd . 
04 345 Upper Mendenhall #2 Floyd Dryden Middle School 3800 Mendenhall Loop Rd . 

The polls are open 7:00 a.m. through 8:00 p.m. If you have questions regarding the October 3, 2000 Municipal 
Election, please contact the Municipal Clerk's Office at 586-5278. 
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VOTER QUALIFICATIONS 

To be eligible to vote in the City and Borough of Juneau election, you must be: 

I. Qualified to vote in state elections; 

2. A resident of the municipality for at least 30 days immediately preceding the election; 

3. Registered to vote in state elections at a residence address within the municipality at least 30 days 
before the municipal election at which the person seeks to vote; and 

4. Not disqualified under Article V of the State of Alaska Constitution. 

ABSENTEE VOTING FOR THE MUNICIPAL ELECTION 

The Clerk's Office has absentee ballot applications available for residents who will be out of town on October 
3, 2000, municipal election day, and would like to vote. 

Voters seeking to have a ballot mailed to them must complete a written request or absentee ballot 
application, available from the Clerk's Office or the CBJ web site at: 
http.1/wwwjuneau.lib.ak. us/clerk/elections/ 

It is not necessary to complete an absentee ballot application to apply for a ballot. The voter is allowed to 
request a ballot via written request. 

The written request must contain the voter's name; a residence address in Juneau; the address where the 
ballot is to be mailed; and, for identification purposes, either the voters social security number. voter number. 
or birthdate. The voter must also sign and date the request. 

The voter must meet the following deadlines to have a ballot mailed to them : 

Postmarked by September 25, 2000, if submitted by mail 
Received on September 27, 2000 by 4:30p.m., if submitted by facsimile 

(Ballots cannot be sent via facsimile.) 

In-person absentee voting will be available in the Assembly Chambers of the Municipal Building between 
8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, beginning Monday, September 18, through Monday, 
October 2, 2000, as well as Saturday, September 30, from 10:00 a.m. to 3 :00 p.m. 

Persons who are ill or unable to go to the polls, who still wish to vote, should contact the Clerk's Office to 
make arrangements for an absentee ballot by personal representative. 

For additional assistance regarding the Municipal Election, please do not hesitate to contact: 
CBJ Clerk's Office, 155 South Seward Street, Room 201, Juneau, AK 99801 . Telephone: 
(907)586-5278; Facsimile: (907)586-2536 TDD: (907)586-5351 

Dated:~ {,Yl/1J 
1 
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CERTIFICATE OF POSTING 
FOR OCTOBER 3, 2000, MUNICIPAL ELECTION 

I, Laurie J. Sica, Municipal Clerk for the City and Borough of Juneau, Alaska, do hereby certify 
that I posted the notice of election on the bulletin board at the following locations: 

1. Service Area No. 1 
(a) Juneau Public Library, 
(b) Municipal Building, 
( c) State Office Building. 
(d) A & P - Juneau (Foodland), and 
(e) Federal Building. ' 

2. Service Area No. 2 
(a) Douglas Post Office, 
(b) Douglas Library, 
(c) Gastineau Community School, and 
(d) Douglas Breeze-In. 

3. Former Service Area No. 3 
(a) Fred Meyers, 
(b) Airport Mall, 
( c) Mendenhall Mall, 
(d) DeHart's Auke Bay Store. 

I do further certify a copy of the notice of election was delivered to the following news media: 
The Juneau Empire, The Capital City Weekly, KTOO, KJNO, KINY, KJUD, and KA TH. In 
addition, the notice is available for viewing on the CBJ Web Page at: 
http./lwww.juneau.lib.ak.us/electionsl 

Date: 

I/WP/ELECTION/2000 NOTICE/2000 NOTICE 01' ELECTION 
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AUG 14 2003 11:12AM HP LASERJET 3200 

CITY OF SKAGWAY, ALASKA 
RESOLUTION NO. 03,0BR 

A RESOLUTION OF TIHE CITY OF SKAGWAY, ALASKA SUPPORTING IMPROVED FERRY 
-~ SERVICE BETWEEN JUNEAU AND THE UPPER LYNN CANAL AND OPPOSING THE 

CONSTRUCTION OF /,NY ROAD LINKING JUNEAU TO SKAGWAY OR HAINES. 

WHEREAS, Skagway treasures its geographical and historical uniqueness; and 

WHEREAS, a transportation system should be compatible with the exis1ing economy and 
lifestyle of a community; and 

WHEREAS, the greate·st demand for terry service exists in the Upper Lynn Canal between the 
ports of Haines, Skagw:;iy and Juneau; and 

WHEREAS, any road up Lynn Canal involves enormous construction expense, prohibitive 
maintenance costs, serious threat to public safety, and environmental destruction; and 

WHEREAS, roads frequently have serious negative impacts on the economies of small 
communities and hiskirically result in the closure of small, locally owned businesses and 
services; and 

WHEREAS, the cons'lruction of the Klondike Highway resulted in the loss of Skagway's 
previously uninterrupted year round economy provided by the White Pass and Yukon Railroad 
for 86 years; and 

WHEREAS, a road linl to Juneau could end Skegway's historic position as the Gateway to the 
Yukon and the northern port facility .for goods going into the interior and would eDminate ferry 

___ f service In Upper Lynn Canal; and 

WHEREAS, a road c:.ould result in the loss of year-round jobs provided by tug and barge 
service, air service, frei:;Jht and ore shipment, and ferry tennlnal and long shore services; and 

WHEREAS, a road ctmld alter cruise ship traffic patterns, which would have far reaching 
negative impacts on Skagway as a tourist destination; 

NOW THEREFORE, l:IE IT RESOLVED, that the Skagway City Council urges Governor 
Murkowekl to support improved ferry service between Juneau and Upper Lynn Canal and 
oppose the construction of any road linking Juneau to Skagway or Haines. 

PASSED AND APPROVED this 1 i" day of April, 2003. 

·~;h~ .MaV° D~s,ri, 
/'city Clerk 

(SEAL) 

- ---::> /_. £= #f 

Tim Bourcy, Mayor 'Y' 

PLAINTIFF 
EX. SGY-2014 
ADMITTED 0 
3AN·21-08869CI 
(Case Number) 
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"'''. v.- T I ., 

CERTIFICATION OF ELECTION RESULTS 

We, the Canvass Board of the City of Skagway, Alaska certify that lhe tally below is a true and 

accura1e record of all votes cast in the 2004 Regular Municipal Election held in the City o 

Skagway on October 5, 2004. 

Due to the printed ballots not arnving from the printer in time for opening day of absentee 

voting, September 20, 2004, 160 ballots were printed on the copy machine and hand 

numbered for absentee voting. The polls opened at 7:00 a.m. and closed at 8:00 p.m. on 

Eleclion Day. 
Absentee Ballots Printed: 160 

Regular Ballots Printed: 800 
960 

= 
Absentee Ballot Numbers 0001-0160 were issued for absentee voting: 160 

Printed Ballot Numbers 001 - 800 were issued to the Election Board: 800 
Total Ballots:~ 

Ballots issued at Polls: 411 
Absentee ballots voted in person: 125 

Absentee Ballots By Mail: 29 
Ballots by Personal Representative 6 

Questioned Ballots 6 
Spoiled Ballots~ 

Total: 582 -
Numbers 0423-800 were destroyed at the close of polls :~ 

Total Ballots Accounted for: 960 -
Spoiled Ballots 5 

Questioned Ballots not counted: 6 
Unreturned Absentee Ballots by Mail: 12 

~ 
Total Ballots Used:::m 

TOTAL REGISTERED VOTERS : 899 62% 
·-- --~ -· ~ -

Regular Absi!ntee/Qu&stioned 

City Council 3 Year Term Counled 10(1)5/04 Counted 10/07/04 Tobi 

Bounds. Bert 142 41 183 33% 

Brena. David 196 57 253 45% 

Henrv. Dan 206 85 291 52% 

Korsmo. Paul (Mike) 227 88 315 56% 

Write-Ins 11 2 13 2% 

Citv Councll 1 Yenr Torm 
Carlson, Monica 165 82 241 44% 

Henricksen. Mavis Irene 40 10 50 9% 

Hosford. Kathleen K. 143 35 178 32% 

Twitchell. Lance A. 60 14 7, 13% 

Write-Ins 1 1 2 0% 

School Board 3 Year Term 

Ellis , Christine 284 75 359 64% 

Harris. John F. 125 53 178 32% 

Korsrno, Joanne Marie I 2!)4 107 401 72% 

Write-Ins 18 3 19 3% 

Advisorv Prooosition #1 lmoroved Access Skaawa to Juneau 

lmoroved Ferrv Service 251 96 347 62% 

Road 159 50 209 37% 

- --· ~ }hG-iuu~ { ~- [.tJ.([Y'-" -.. ,__ 

Ti~rc~~~/~ 
/ I - ~~ ~ 

iVlonic~~tson,~1Iman 
/:?' 'M v,'__.e-r 

Iv( hr-ii C~iS}~ 
' .fl..,; 

l.111'1:!.._~ 
L, ~ 

-~Frey,~cdman 1j' ,.-,__~ -
oaz tjenry,tfUt ,~1½ #, .,, 

ci~n 
17 . ·""" .. \ ~~~~~~~ C .:I'~~ ___....._ ~ .. ~ 

1Ml~6~,~~,. 
~~/ )7 r.l' '\ 

) Balbara Brod~fl,-ChaIm1an 
//)- '7- ~ .. 

t'arjg!Je D. Harris, City Clerk Date 

PlAINTIFF 
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-CITY OF SKAGWAY 
GATEWAY TO TIIE GOLD RUSH OF "98" 
P.O.BOX415 
SKAGWAY, AK 99840 
(907)983-2297 (PHONE) 
(907)983-2.151 (FAX) 

March 18,200.5 

Dear Mr. Yost 

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the ·supplemental Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (SDEIS) on Juneau Access. . I have attached several appendices that 
consititute the City's comments .on the SDEIS. · · 

. As you know, the City of Sbgvlay has a long-standing jeco~d of supporting improved 
ferry service as the preferred alternative. This position is supported most recently by a 
public vote in October· 2004 in which 62% of voters- that cast ballots in Skagway 
supported improved ferry service fu.. Lymi Canal over a road to Juneau. In April of 2003, 
the City of Skagway passed Resolution 03-08R endorsing -improved ferry service and 

• opposing construction of a road linking Junea11 to Skagway· or Haines. This is consistent 
with the position in the 1999 Comprehensive Plan which shows _a maJority of people 
supporting the in.arine highway alternative. It is consistent as well with the 200~ 
McDowell Group Survey household poll which showed 60% for improved ferry service 
versus .35% for a road. The 1990 scoping document for Juneau Access and the ·1997 
SD EIS also reflect the City's support for improved ferry service and opposition to a road. 
Please document the City's complete record on this issue in the Summary under Ar_eas of 
Controversy. 

fu. recent . y~ars, :m,any studies ha:ve been· undertaken which demonstrate the economic 
importance of operating ferries in the Lynn Canal. These "include but are not limited to 
the McDowell · Study c0mmissioned by tlie Cities of Haines and- Skagway entitled 
Analysis of Tra;ffic on Lynn Canal Ferry Routes. In 2004, a group of independent. 
business people in Haines and Skagway coJllIIllSsioned Economist Kent Miller to develop 
a Jilusiness Plan for the Lynn Canal Transportation Project. The plan documents the 
feasibility of operating, at a profit, an independent ferry auth.ority in Lynn Canal. Indeed, 
the SD~ itself acknowledges th.e long-term· cost-effectiveness to the state of improved 
ferry service over a road. · 

Sincerely, 

£ ? ~ ... _~+---

EX. stl~~'fo 16 
ADMITTED □ 
lAt/:21 Q88§!1(1 
(Case Numberl 



EXC.SGY-000770

Splitting of Mendenhall Valley from Final-Adopted House plan - 11-09-21 
In Com arison To Ska wa Alternatives A & B 
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CONNECT WITH: 

in THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 2022 
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Editor's note: This column first appeared in Must Read Alaska in September, 2021, and is reprinted due to the 

current situation with the Alaska ferries. 

By PAULETTE SIMPSON 

Many Alaskans enjoy fond memories of their first ferry rides on the Alaska Marine Highway. Sprinting to the 

solarium to stake out lounge chairs for sleeping bags and backpacks, pitching tents and picnicking on the 

upper deck, sleeping under the stars, guitars in the bars. It was a party. 

In the summer of 1976, the "Blue Canoes" of the Alaska Marine Highway System (AMHS) introduced us to 

Ketchikan, Petersburg, Wrangell, Sitka, Juneau, and Haines. Six months later we settled in Juneau and have 

sailed the ferries ever since, regularly visiting some of the most beautiful places on the planet. 

[l>X 

Just the thinQ you wanted 

MUST READ ALASKA 
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Before the advent of air service or the AMHS, a healthy marine transportation system flourished in 

Southeast. Market-driven by the many mines, canneries, the military presence at Ft. Seward in Haines, and a 

burgeoning visitor industry, ships of all sizes called daily at docks in Juneau, Douglas, Treadwell and outlying 

communities. And well before the discovery of gold in Southeast, for purposes of hunting, fishing, trade and 

warfare, the indigenous and intrepid Tlingit navigated the region extensively. 

The original 1957 state ferry route served the mainland communities of Juneau, Haines and Skagway. In 

1963, Ketchikan, Petersburg, Wrangell, Sitka and Prince Rupert were added. Kodiak, Cordova, Homer, 

Seldovia, Valdez, and Seward came on in 1964. Over the years, smaller communities were added and today 

the AMHS serves 35 Alaska ports. 

Some cite poor management for the ferry system's current sad state of affairs. But the inability of the AMHS 

to meet the transportation needs of Alaskans is more correctly the result of economic and demographic 

shifts, unrealistic expectations about how ships can perform, and politics. 

Alaska's oil boom is over. The population of Southeast is stagnant, and Alaska's Railbelt commands the lion's 

share of political clout. Most Alaskans do not relate to a transportation system that requires a 67 percent 

state subsidy benefiting around 10 percent of the population. I can't blame them. Next week we will ferry 

roundtrip from Juneau to Haines. The fare for two seniors and a pick-up is $542. The state subsidy is about 

$1,100. 

(Just curious ... if the AMHS is for Alaskans, why are non-Alaskans the beneficiaries of such generous 

subsidies?) 

MUST READ ALASKA 
Page 3 ofS 
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Just the thing you wanted 
ebay 

All public transportation systems - buses, subways, airplanes, ships - are impacted by forces beyond their 

control. (Example: Covid.) But the sheer size and complexity of ships and their systems cause maintenance 

issues unique to marine travel, resulting in heavy costs and frequent breakdown. 

Central to the "politics" factor are conflicting opinions about what the state's financial obligation should be 

and which alternatives should be pursued. 

Perhaps it is finally time to get over our hopelessly sentimental and naive expectations about "frequent and 

affordable" ferry service and adopt alternatives that would actually minimize operating costs and improve 

travel. 

The Alaska Marine Highway Reshaping Work Group is soliciting public input, seeking "constructive" 

comments about "ports of call; levels of service; tariffs; contracting options; fleet size, type, maintenance, 

and replacement; governance and labor contract requirements." 

I would stipulate that transportation is a core function of government and Alaska's island communities will 

always need ferries. We should still, however, expect fiscally responsible management of our state's 

resources, and decision-making that is forward-looking and fair. 

Fair-minded decision-making would dismiss the wishful thinking of a return to legacy levels of ferry service 

and low fares appropriate to a different era. 

A forward-looking and environmentally sensitive mindset would reject the outmoded model of a diesel

burning mainline ferry whose enormous fuel consumption is mostly spent moving itself and not its payload . 

Fiscally responsible management of limited state resources would embrace a "hub and spoke" system 

utilizing small dayboats or shuttles. 

MUST READ ALASKA 
Page 4 of 5 
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Just the thing you wanted 
ebay 

Fiscally responsible management of resources would also demand the shortest possible ferry runs 

connecting strategically located roads for travel by energy-efficient, Covid-free electric cars. 

It's not 1980 anymore. The party is over. 

Email your comments to: DOT.AMH-Reshaping@alaska.gov 

Paulette Simpson lives in Douglas. 

MUST READ ALASKA 
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Dismissing Ju11 ~ • !"lad ~.roa~ 
~ state history of visionary projects 
~ The Sh-agway graveyard must have beeu iD 
, chaos May 23 with long-buried pioneer souls 

chlll'Jling restless.A Compass piece by Skagwe-
~ gilm Jan Wrentmore opined vigorous!,y thal the 
2_ Juneau rond should not be built because of al
& leged geolo~ea.l obstacles and potential costs, 

If !here IS one place in North America ra. 
mous for transportation engineering feats, it 
is Skagway. Imagine If Wrentmore had been on 
the scene inJ.897. 

Wbeu a railwey from Udewate1· to t.be head
waters of tbe Yukon River was envisioued, 

- I 

would she have pi:otested that mountains.steep '"""'-+= 
grades and l.On~ ,,r ,,:-c'· ·::, .i:.u walre.-thc task, The Jwieau road presents fewer cballenges 
ili1possible? Afterall, thcrew-.t.Saperfectlygood than Skagway's railroad. The possibility of its 
trail. Had naysayers prevailed then, a remark- accomplishmenl must not be diminished by 
able achievement of 1,!)t11~tucy techoology the sbrlll voices of those who baveforgotten our 
would have been missed and the 110-mlle long stat.e's ptolld blslory. 
While Pass & Yukon Route railroad never built -Paulette Simpson 

Dotl4}1as from Skagway lo White])Ol'Se. 
Today that railroad is one of SOulheasL Alas

ka's oop visitor attractions, provjding Skagway 
with an economic base £or a llaurishing local r 
economy of which Wrenfmorerichly partakes. 

Generations of visionary, determined 
Alask;ms would be embarrassed by this less
robust bunch that drones on endlessly about 
difficulties - not possibilities .a- but gladly use 
the transportation infrastructure built l)y our 

PLAtNTtFf 
exSGY-1027 
AOMITT£0 0 
3AN · ll -08S§!lel 
CC.a.seNum1"'rl 
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Proposition 6 Election Results 
Improved Access to Juneau - Enhanced Ferry Connection vs Roads 

Final Result - Enhanced Ferr 50.3% vs Roads 49.7% 

4-340 

Percent Voting in favor of Ferry 

- 65.1%-79% 

- 60.1%-65% 

50.1% - 60% 

40.1% - 50% 

35.1%-40% 

34.6% - 35% 

nal-Adopted House Plan -11-09-21 
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA 

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT ANCHORAGE 
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA 

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT ANCHORAGE 

In the Matter of the ) 
) 

2021 REDISTRICTING PLAN. ) Case No. 3AN-21-08869CI 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW1 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Once a decade, Alaska goes through the constitutional process of redistricting 

legislative seats in order to ensure that all citizens of the state have a fair and equal right 

to choose their elected representatives. The right to vote is one of the essential rights 

guaranteed by both the U.S. and Alaska Constitutions, and is essential to the foundation 

of our democracy. Reapportionment is the process taken up by the States following the 

decennial census. In Alaska, this task is delegated to the Alaska Reapportionment Board. 

The Board produced its proclamation plan on November 10, 2021, and five challenges to 

that plan have been consolidated before this Court. 

In the process of redistricting, the Board is required to produce a plan and draw a 

map which fairly divides Alaska into forty (40) house seats, and twenty (20) senate seats 

using criteria set forth in the Alaska Constitution. The Board must also follow a process 

that complies with Due Process and Equal Protection under both the U.S. and Alaska 

Constitutions. And it must follow the process, to the extent it is applicable, set forth in the 

Alaska statutes governing Open Meetings and Public Records. 

Here, four of the five challengers argue the Board failed to properly draw the house 

district map. The fifth challenger alleges the Senate district map does not comply with the 

law. For the various different reasons discussed below, this Court concludes the Board 

did not follow the constitutional process when it drew the Senate map, and one of the 

1 This decision is intended as the findings of fact and conclusions of law required by Civil Rule 52 and is 
further intended to be the Court's final decision required by Civil Rule 90.B{c). 
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challenged house districts. The plan of reapportionment should be remanded to the Board 

to prepare a new plan which complies with this Order. 

II. HISTORY OF LEGISLATIVE REAPPORTIONMENT 

In accordance with Article VI of the Alaska Constitution, the Alaska Redistricting 

Board (the "Board") is required to reapportion Alaska's House of Representatives and the 

Senate immediately following the official reporting of each decennial census of the United 

States. Under the current framework of the Alaska Constitution2, the Board consists of 

five members, two of whom are appointed by the Governor, one of whom is appointed by 

the Speaker of the House of Representatives, one of whom is appointed by the Senate 

President, and one of whom is appointed by the Chief Justice of the Alaska Supreme 

Court. At least one Board member must be a resident of each of the four judicial districts. 

As originally written in Alaska's constitution, the task of redistricting the legislature 

was delegated to the Governor of Alaska.3 In 1964, the U.S. Supreme Court issued its 

seminal decision in Reynolds v. Sims,4 holding that the Equal Protection Clause of the 

U.S. Constitution requires that the seats in both houses of a bicameral legislature be 

apportioned on a population basis.5 The Reynolds decision rendered Alaska's original 

designation of geographic senate districts invalid and set legislative redistricting in Alaska 

on its way.6 

From 1966 through the 1990s, the Governor of Alaska conducted redistricting.7 

Litigation ensued each redistricting cycle. 6 In 1998, Alaska voters ratified a constitutional 

2 Alaska Const. art. VI,§ 8. 
3 See Wade v. Nolan, 414 P.2d 689, 690 n. 2 (Alaska 1966) (quoting Article XIV, § 2 of the Alaska 
Constitution as ratified by Alaska voters in 1956 and approved by the U.S. Congress in the Alaska 
Statehood Act of 1958). President Eisenhower signed the official proclamation admitting Alaska as the 
49th state on January 3, 1959. 
4Reynolds v. Sims, 377 U.S. 533 (1964). 
5Wade v. Nolan, 414 P.2d at 690. 
6Wade v. Nolan, 414 P.2d at 690. 
7See Hickel v. Southeast Conference, 846 P.2d 38, 42 (Alaska 1992) ("Under the Alaska Constitution, the 
governor has the power and duty to reapportion the state legislature every ten years."). 
8See Wade v. Nolan, 414 P.2d 689 (Alaska 1966); Egan v. Hammond, 502 P.2d 856 (Alaska 1972); Groh 
v. Egan, 526 P.2d 863 (Alaska 1974); Carpenter v. Hammond, 667 P.2d 1204 (Alaska 1983); Kenai 
Peninsula Borough v. State, 743 P.2d 1352 (Alaska 1987); Hickel v. Southeast Conference, 846 P.2d 38 
(Alaska 1992); In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d 141 (Alaska 2002); In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 
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amendment to Article VI of the Alaska Constitution that overhauled the redistricting 

process.9 The amendment placed the duty of reapportioning the Alaska Legislature after 

each U.S. Census with the independent Alaska Redistricting Board.10 Section 8(a) of 

Article VI states that the Board is comprised of "five members, all of whom shall be 

residents of the state for at least one year and none whom may be public employees or 

officials at the time of or during the tenure of appointment. Appointments shall be made 

without regard to political affiliation."11 

The Governor appoints two members of the board. The presiding officers of the 

House and Senate each appoint one member. The fifth member is appointed by the Chief 

Justice of the Supreme Court. The appointments are made in the order just listed, and 

one board member must be a resident of each of the four judicial districts in the State.12 

Ill. HISTORY OF THE BOARD'S WORK 

A. Makeup of the Board 

Governor Dunleavy appointed Budd Simpson of Douglas and Bethany Marcum of 

Anchorage to the Alaska Redistricting Board.13 Senate President Cathy Giessel 

appointed John Binkley of Fairbanks to the Board.14 House Speaker Bryce Edgmon 

appointed Nicole Borromeo of Anchorage to the Board.15 Chief Justice Joel Bolger 

appointed Melanie Bahnke of Nome to the Board.16 

In August 2020, the Board elected John Binkley as the chair of the Board.17 Binkley 

47 P.3d 1089 (Alaska 2002); In re 2011 Redistricting Cases, 274 P.3d 466 (Alaska 2012); In re 2011 
Redistricting Cases, 294 P.3d 1032 (Alaska 2012). 
9See In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 2002 WL 34119573, *1 n. 1 (Alaska Sup. Ct. Feb. 1, 2002) ("An 
Amendment to Article VI of the Alaska Constitution, effective January 3, 1999 (the "1998 Amendment"), 
changed the composition and responsibilities of the Board."); see also Gordon S. Harrison, The Aftermath 
of In re 2001 Redistricting Cases: The Need for a New Constitutional Scheme for Legislative Redistricting 
in Alaska, 23 Alaska L. Rev. 51, 60-63 (2006). 
10 In re 2011 Redistricting Cases, 274 P.2d 466 n.2 (Alaska 2012). 
11 Alaska Const. art. VI, § S(a). 
12 Alaska Const. art. VI, § 8(b). 
13 ARB000005; Aff. of Budd Simpson ,r 7, dated Jan. 12, 2022. 
14 ARB000005. 
15 ARB000005. 
16 ARB000005. 
11 Binkley Aff. ,r 12. 
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was born and raised in Fairbanks, but ran a tug and barge business on the Lower Yukon 

in St. Mary's, Alaska for a time.18 Binkley lived in Bethel from 1978 through 1990, and 

was elected to represent a Bethel-centered house district and then a senate district.19 In 

1990, Binkley moved back to Fairbanks. 

Member Melanie Bahnke was born in Nome and raised in Savoonga on St. 

Lawrence lsland.20 She has lived in Nome since 1995, and among other things, is 

President of Kawerak, Inc., a nonprofit corporation that the Bering Straits Native 

Association organized after passage of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act 

("ANCSA").21 St. Lawrence Island Yupik is Ms. Bahnke's first language; she is also fluent 

in English.22 

Member Nicole Borromeo was born and raised in McGrath.23 She is currently 

Executive Vice President and General Counsel of the Alaska Federation of Natives.24 

She also serves as the chairman of the board of directors of MTNT, Limited, the AN CSA 

Village Corporation for McGrath, Takotna, Nikolai, and Telida.25 

Member Bethany Marcum has been an Anchorage resident for 26 years. 26 She 

has served in the military for 20 years, has lived in various neighborhoods throughout the 

Municipality of Anchorage, and has traveled regularly in Alaska for work and military 

exercises.27 Marcum has served in the Air National Guard since 2008, originally stationed 

at Kulis Air National Guard Base and now at Joint Base Elmendorf Richardson ("JBER").28 

Member Budd Simpson has lived in the City and Borough of Juneau and practiced 

law in Alaska since 1977.29 Through his law practice, Simpson has traveled regularly 

18 Binkley Aff. ,r 4. 
19 Binkley Aff. ,m 4-5. 
20 Bahnke Aff. ,r 2. 
21 Bahnke Aff. ,r 4. 
22 Bahnke Aff. ,r 5. 
23 Borromeo Aff. ,r 2. 
24 Borromeo Aff. ,r,r 3-4. 
25 Borromeo Aff. ,r 5. 
26 Marcum Aff. ,r 2. 
27 Marcum Aff. ,r 3. 
28 Marcum Aff. ,r 4. 
29 Simpson Aff. ,m 2-3. 
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throughout Southeast Alaska.30 Since the late 1970s, Simpson and his wife have owned 

property in Haines, Alaska. Simpson served as the City Attorney for the City and Borough 

of Haines for 15 years.31 He has also regularly represented Sealaska, the Regional 

Corporation for Southeast Alaska.32 

In December 2020, the Board hired Peter Torkelson as the Board's Executive 

Director and T J Presley as the Deputy Director of the Board.33 Torkelson had been 

working as a professional assistant to the Senate President's office since 2013. 34 

Torkelson had a background and an interest in website design, and a college degree in 

criminal justice.35 This was his first foray into redistricting.36 

B. Board Meetings 

The Board held numerous meetings throughout its tenure. It began in September 

of 2020 with various organizational and training meetings. In general, the time from 

September, 2020 through July, 2021 was devoted to organizational work, procurement, 

training and planning for the hard work of the Board. Once the census data was received 

on August 12, 2021, the "clock" started for the 90-day sprint through the redistricting 

process. 

September 10, 2020 

On September 1 O, 2020, the Board held a meeting with all members present.37 

During this meeting, the Board discussed obtaining information technology and cellphone 

service for Board members.38 Tim Banaszak, who was the Information Technology 

30 Simpson Aff. ,r 3. 
31 Simpson Aff. ,r 3. 
32 Feb. 3 Trial Tr. 1737:22-25; 1738:1-3; 1738:20-22. 
33 ARB000005. 
34 Aff. of Peter Torkelson ,r 7, dated Jan. 12, 2022. 
35 Deposition of Peter Torkelson, January 15, 2022 at 27. 
36 Torkelson Depa. At 15, L10-12. 
37 ARB000118-ARB000120 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
3B ARB000118-ARB000119. 
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Manager for the Legislative Affairs Agency, attended the meeting to assist.39 The Board 

selected vendors for information technology service and internet service.40 The Board 

also voted to provide cellphone service for each member.41 The Board discussed the 

general staff and legal counsel it would require.42 

December 3, 2020 

On December 3, 2020, the Board held a meeting with all members present.43 JC 

Kestel, a procurement officer with the Legislative Affairs Agency, and Tim Banaszak, the 

Information Technology Manager for the Legislative Affairs Agency, also attended the 

meeting.44 Mr. Banaszak reported that the Board member laptops were configured with 

Microsoft Office and redistricting software, and that individual email accounts had been 

created for each member.45 Chair Binkley advised all members they were registered for 

a National Conference of State Legislatures ("NCSL") that was being held virtually in 

January 2021, and encouraged all members to attend.46 The Board entered executive 

session to discuss the applicants for the Executive Director position.47 It exited executive 

session and adjourned the meeting.48 

December 10, 2020 

On December 10, 2020, the Board held a meeting with all members present.49 The 

Board entered executive session and interviewed applicants for the Executive Director 

position.50 The Board exited executive session and adjourned the meeting.51 

39 ARB000119. 
40 ARB000119. 
41 ARB000119. 
42 ARB000119. 
43 ARB000121-ARB000123 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
44 ARB000121. 
45 ARB000121. 
46 ARB000122. 
41 ARB000122. 
48 ARB000122-ARB000123. 
49 ARB000124-ARB000125 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
50 ARB000124-ARB000125. 
51 ARB000124-ARB000125. 
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December 12, 2020 

On December 12, 2020, the Board held a meeting with all members present.52 The 

Board summarized that it spent a full day on December 10 interviewing candidates for the 

Executive Director position, and unanimously approved the selection of Peter Torkelson 

for the position.53 

December 19, 2020 

On December 19, 2020, the Board held a meeting with all members and Executive 

Director Torkelson present.54 The Board discussed a draft organizational chart, budget, 

hiring timelines and personnel related matters. 55 

December 29, 2020 

On December 29, 2020, the Board held a meeting with all members, Executive 

Director Torkelson, and Deputy Director T J Presley present.56 The Board discussed its 

status as an independent entity from the legislative and executive branches of the state 

government and its ability to adopt either the legislative or administrative procurement 

codes.57 Ultimately, the Board unanimously voted to adopt the legislative procurement 

code, but with changes to the terms that reflected that the Board, not an agency, was 

using the code and to restrict bid protests to only bidders.58 The Board then discussed 

the process to solicit proposals from firms to serve as the Board's legal counsel, and 

voted to begin drafting the language for the Board's request for information ("RFI") for 

legal counsel. 59 

January 8, 2021 

On January 8, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, the executive 

52 ARB000126-ARB000127 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
53 ARB000126. 
54 ARB000128-ARB000130 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
55 ARB000128-ARB000130 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
56 ARB000131-ARB000133 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
57 ARB000131-ARB000132. 
58 ARB000132. 
59 ARB000132. 
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director, and deputy director present.60 The Board set a January 29 deadline for firms to 

respond to its RFI for legal counsel and finalized the wording of the RFl.61 The Board 

also adopted its procurement code that had been derived from the legislative procurement 

code with some changes.62 

January 26, 2021 

On January 26, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, the executive 

director, and deputy director present.63 The Board considered and adopted the following 

policies: (1) Public Meeting and Notice Requirement Policy; (2) Public Records Policy; (3) 

Board Member Compensation Policy; and (4) Board Member and Staff Per Diem Policy.64 

Torkelson also reported that the Board's webpage was scheduled to go live in the next 

two weeks, and would serve as a single point of access for redistricting maps.65 

February 26, 2021 

On February 26, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, the executive 

director and deputy director present.66 Torkelson updated the Board on his 

communications with the U.S. Census Bureau that the 2020 Census results would be 

provided by September 30, 2021, at the latest.67 The Board explored options to 

proactively solicit redistricting input from interest groups that historically participate in 

redistricting in Alaska, and decided that, to the extent practicable, meeting requests from 

interest groups would be routed through staff.68 Torkelson further advised Board 

members of online software training available to them.69 The Board entered executive 

60 ARB000134-ARB000135 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
61 ARB000134-ARB000135. 
62 ARB000135. 
63 ARB000136-ARB000138 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
64 ARB000137, ARB000420-ARB000426. 
65 ARB000138. 
66 ARB000139-ARB000142 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
67 ARB000139. 
68 ARB000141. 
69 ARB000141. 
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session to interview a respondent of the legal services RFI.70 After completing the 

interview, the Board exited executive session and adjourned the meeting.71 

March 2, 2021 

On March 2, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, the executive 

director, and deputy director present.72 Torkelson shared informal advice from the 

legislative attorney that executive session was an appropriate forum to interview potential 

legal counsel.73 The Board entered executive session and interviewed additional legal 

counsel applicants.74 After the interviews, the Board exited executive session and 

adjourned the meeting.75 

March 6, 2021 

On March 6, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, the executive 

director, and deputy director present.76 Torkelson summarized the Board's RFI, interview, 

and selection process for legal counsel.77 Torkelson advised that the Board had selected 

two respondents to interview and had completed both interviews.78 The Board entered 

executive session to discuss the selection of one of the firms, and upon exiting executive 

session unanimously voted to select Schwabe, Williamson & Wyatt.79 

April 16, 2021 

On April 16, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members except member 

Bahnke present.80 The executive director, deputy director, and Matt Singer of Schwabe, 

Williamson & Wyatt were also present.81 Torkelson reported that counsel had advised 

70 ARB000141. 
71 ARB000142. 
72 ARB000143-ARB000144 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
73 ARB000143. 
74 ARB000144. 
75 ARB000144. 
76 ARB000145-ARB000147 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
77 ARB000145-ARB000146. 
78 ARB000146. 
79 ARB000146. 
80 ARB000148-ARB000149 {Board Meeting Minutes). 
81 ARB000148. 
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the Board to secure a Voting Rights Act ("VRA") consultant as soon as possible, and a 

draft RFI was presented and approved by the Board with some modifications.82 

May 26, 2021 

On May 26, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, the executive 

director, deputy director, and legal counsel present.83 The Board took public testimony 

from former state senator Cathy Giessel, who thanked the Board for proactively seeking 

a VRA consultant.84 The Board entered executive session to discuss the responses to 

its RFI for a VRA consultant. 85 After exiting the executive session, the Board unanimously 

moved to enter into a contract with Bruce Adelson as the Board's VRA consultant.86 

June 28 - June 30, 2021 

On June 28-30, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, the executive 

director, deputy director, and legal counsel present.87 The Board immediately entered a 

three-day work session to receive in-person training on the Autobound Edge redistricting 

software with Fred Hejazi, the CEO of Autobound.88 

July2021 

In July, the Board attended the National Conference of State Legislatures "Ready 

to Redistrict" conference in Salt Lake City and received training on legal and procedural 

topics related to redistricting.89 

August 12, 2021 - Census Data 

On August 12, 2021, the United States Bureau of the Census reported the results 

of the census to the State of Alaska.90 The Census reported Alaska's population to be 

82 ARB000149. 
83 ARB000150-ARB000151 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
84 ARB000151. 
85 ARB000151. 
86 ARB000151. 
87 ARB000152. 
88 ARB000152. 
89 ARB000121-ARB000152 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
90 ARB000002. 
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733,391.91 The release of the U.S. Census Bureau's results obligated the Board to adopt 

a proposed plan(s) within 30 days of the August 12, 2021 release date.92 

August 23 - August 24, 2021 

On August 23-24, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, the executive 

director, deputy director, and legal counsel present.93 The Board revised its travel and 

per diem policy. It also adopted a public testimony policy to allow two (2) minutes per 

speaker. It then took public testimony on the redistricting process. 94 Among other 

testimony, Yarrow Silvers of Anchorage testified against the existing senate districts in 

East Anchorage that she felt improperly bisected East Anchorage, William Naneng of 

Hooper Bay advocated for Hooper Bay to be part of the Bethel house district, Doyon 

Limited President Aaron Schutt advocated for a unified interior district, and Senate 

Minority Leader Tom Begich urged the Board not to use Valdez to fill the under-population 

of the Matanuska-Susitna Borough. 95 The Board entered executive session to discuss 

legal issues, and upon re-entering public session, Torkelson noted that the Board was 

required to create at least one forty-district "draft" plan within 30 days of the release of the 

2020 U.S. Census results on August 12, which would be no later than September 11, 

2021 .96 The Board announced that third parties could submit their proposed redistricting 

plans by September 17, for the purpose of receiving public comment during the upcoming 

state-wide "road show," and the Board would provide them 30 minutes to present their 

proposals. 97 The Board then discussed how best to complete a draft plan98 by September 

11, and the 6oard recessed until the next morning.99 The next day, the Board went over 

91 ARB004350-AR8004351. 
92 Board 2021 Proclamation of Redistricting, p. 1, ARB000002. 
93 ARB000153-ARB000158 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
94 ARB000154. 
95 ARB000154-ARB000155. 
96 ARB000155-ARB000156. 
97 ARB000156. 
98 The Board noted in its "workflow" discussion that legal issues arose during the last redistricting process 
when the board assigned different areas of the state to one individual member to draw a map and bring it 
back to the board for collective discussion. See ARB000156. 
99 ARB000157. 

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan; 3AN-21-08869CI 
FFCL and Order 

Page 11 of 171 



EXC.SGY-000793

general principles of law regarding redistricting in public session and then began mapping 

Southeast Alaska together.100 

September 7-9, 2021 

On September 7-9, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, the 

executive director, deputy director, and legal counsel present.101 The Board received 

public testimony at the outset of the meeting.102 The Board and staff then discussed the 

challenges they encountered when mapping after the last Board meeting, and entered 

executive session to receive legal advice from counsel.103 Upon exiting executive session, 

legal counsel provided a summary of general redistricting law, including that the Alaska 

Supreme Court had indicated that areas within incorporated boroughs were, by definition, 

socio-economically integrated.104 The Board members presented the draft maps they had 

been working on, and, upon request, took additional public testimony in the afternoon, 

including from Yarrow Silvers, who voiced concern that the Board had drawn a district 

that included a portion of East Anchorage with Eagle River. 105 The Board entered a work 

session for all of September 8 to draw maps. 

On September 9, adopted Board Composite v.1 and Board Composite v.2. Both 

v.1 and v.2 were forty-district redistricting plans for the house districts.106 Neither v.1 or 

v.2 contained proposed senate pairings.107 The Board received written testimony 

submissions regarding v.1 and v.2 from September 9 forward.108 

September 11, 2021 

September 11, 2021, marked the end of the 30-day period within which the Board 

was required to adopt its proposed plans. The Board did not meet on September 10 or 

100 ARB000158. 
101 ARB000159-ARB000165 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
102 ARB000160. 
1o3 ARB000160-ARB000161. 
104 ARB000161. 
105 ARB000161. 
108 ARB000164. 
107 ARB10708-ARB10765 (Board Composite v.1); ARB 10766-ARB10821 (Board Composite v.2). 
108 Torkelson Aff. ,r 20; ARB001714-ARB004347 (public testimony, including September 9 submissions). 
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September 11. Thus, the only two plans developed and adopted within the 30-day period 

were Versions 1 and 2 (v.1 and v.2). Neither v.1 nor v.2 included proposed senate 

pairings. The Board did not meet again until September 17 

September 17, 2021 

On September 17, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, the executive 

director, deputy director, and legal counsel present.109 The Board met for a total of six 

hours and 12 minutes to review the draft maps.110 The Board received two hours public 

testimony on v.1 and v.2 redistricting plans formally adopted at its prior meeting.111 The 

following third-party groups then presented their maps: (1) Doyon Coalition,112 (2) Alaska 

Democratic Party, (3) Alaskan for Fair and Equitable Redistricting ("AFFER"), (4) 

Alaskans for Fair Redistricting ("AFFR"), and (5) the Senate Minority Caucus.113 The 

Board took additional public testimony and advised the public that its next meeting would 

be on September 20, and after that meeting the public outreach phase of its work would 

begin.114 

September 20, 2021 

On September 20, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, the executive 

director, deputy director, and legal counsel present.115 The Board opened the meeting 

by taking public testimony.116 The Board then discussed the five (5) third-party plans, with 

the proponents of those plans providing information and answering questions.117 

Torkelson then presented improvements the Board had made to v.1 and v.2 of its maps, 

and proposed that versions 3 and 4 be adopted in lieu of v.1 and v.2, respectively. 118 The 

Board then voted to replace v.1 and v.2 with versions 3 and 4, respectively, and to 

109 ARB000166-ARB000174 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
110 ARB000166 -ARB000174. 
111 ARB000167-ARB000170; Board 2021 Process Report, p. 3 (Nov. 20, 2021), ARB000007. 
112 The Doyon Coalition was a partnership of Doyon, Ltd.; Tanana Chiefs Conference; Sealaska 
Corporation; Ahtna, Incorporated; and Fairbanks Native Association. See ARB000170. 
113 ARB000170-ARB000173. 
114 ARB000173-ARB000174. 
115 ARB000175-ARB000192. 
116 ARB000176. 
117 ARB000176-ARB000186. 
118 ARB000186-ARB000190. 
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adopt119 the plans submitted by the Senate Minority Caucus, the Doyon Coalition, 

AFFER, and AFFR as proposed plans to take on its outreach tour.120 Each of the third

party plans included proposed senate pairings.121 

It was at this meeting that the Board contends it adopted proposed senate pairings 

through the AFFER proposed plan.122 However, this was never announced to the public 

and members of the public were not permitted to testify about senate pairings. In its 

announcement regarding the adopted plans, the Board referenced only the map 

components of each plan - the announcement included a quotation from Member Nicole 

Borromeo, which stated "[w]e look forward to hearing feedback from Alaskans on our new 

draft maps, as well as the four adopted third-party maps, as we present them in public 

meetings in communities across the state."123 The announcement was devoid of any 

mention of senate pairings, televising to the public that no proposed senate pairings had 

been adopted. 

The Board voted against adopting the Alaska Democratic Party's plan.124 The 

Board took additional public testimony125 and then advised it would be on its public 

outreach tour until the end of October. An email address was provided for anyone 

desiring the Board to come to their community to submit such a request. 126 

119 It is customary for the Alaska Redistricting Board to adopt third-party plans as proposed maps for the 
purposes of the public outreach tour. Jan. 31, 2022 Trial Tr. 1416:13-20 (Ruedrich Cross). 
120 ARB000190-ARB000192, ARB010360 at 217:19-24 (September 20, 2021 board meeting, adopting four 
third-party plans to take on the road for public comment). 
121 ARB001233-ARB001293 (AFFER); ARB001295-ARB001340 (AFFR); ARB001436-ARB001481 (Doyon 
Coalition); ARB001483-ARB001528 (Senate Minority); ARB001189-ARB001191 (minutes of September 20, 
2021 ARB meeting). 
122 The AFFER proposed plan adopted by the Board on September 20, 2021 included a senate pairing of 
Muldoon with Eagle River in proposed senate district J. However, that Senate pairing carved out the 
majority of the population of Eagle River and included a significant portion of North Muldoon. And the 
AFFER proposed plan does not resemble any proposal discussed by the Board during its senate pairing 
proceedings on November 8-10, 2021. ARB001236-ARB001237, ARB001250. Third Party Proposed Plans, 
ARB001388-ARB001424. 
123 See ARB00063071 ("Alaska Redistricting Board Approves Proposed Redistricting Plans" press release). 
124 ARB000191. On that same day, the Board unanimously approved the purchase of items in the managed 
services proposal and permitted each Board member to work directly with JC Kestel, Procurement Officer 
of Legislative Affairs Agency, to obtain cell phone service. September 10, 2021 Board Meeting Minutes; 
ARB000119-ARB000120. 
125 ARB010361-ARB010369 at 218: 15-225: 17 (public testimony at September 20, 2021 board meeting after 
adoption of third-party plans). 
126 ARB000192. 
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September 27-November 1, 2021 ("The Road Show'? 

After adoption of all six proposed plans, and between September 27 and 

November 1, 2021, the Board held public hearings throughout Alaska.127 On September 

30, the Board held a hearing in Valdez, one of its earliest stops,128 during which large 

printouts of all the adopted proposed maps were hung on the walls and citizens were 

permitted to share their thoughts with the Board.129 Numerous residents of Valdez, 

including Nathan Duval and Sheri Pierce, attended the meeting, reviewed the maps, and 

shared their views with the Board.130 The Board also held hearings in Palmer, Wasilla, 

Anchorage, and Bethel, among many other locations, and it held a Skagway public 

hearing using the Zoom internet platform.131 In addition to the in-person hearings in 

communities across the state, the Board also held two additional telephonic public 

hearings for statewide participants on October 20 and October 30.132 The Board held 

127 ARB004415-ARB004417 (Board website showing list of all public hearings); ARB001699-ARB001704 
(Torkelson presentation summarizing public hearing itinerary and showing representative photographs of 
various meetings); Jan. 25, 2022 Trial Tr. 475:12-16 (Duval cross, Q: "And there were six different plans 
that were presented in Valdez at that meeting on September 30th; is that right?" A: "I don't recall the exact 
number but six sounds correct, yes."); 475:23-476:11 (Duval cross, admitting Board proposed v.4 map that 
paired Valdez with Mat-Su was on the wall at the September 30 Valdez hearing, along with the other 
proposed maps); Jan. 25, 2022 Trial Tr. 485:17-21 (Duval redirect: Q: "You've been asked several 
questions about the maps on the wall. Is it your understanding that the maps on the wall that were posted 
on Valdez were 3 and 4 and four third-party maps?" A: "Yes.".); Jan. 27, 2022 Trial Tr. 1055:15-25 
(Torkelson cross: Q: "In proposed version v4, Valdez is in - placed with the same communities that it was 
in the final map and with the eastern Mat-Su; is that right?" A: "Yes. From recollection, board-adopted v4 
contains a Valdez/Mat-Su district that's very similar to the final adopted plan." Q: "And the board adopted 
v4 for public comment on September 20th; is that correct?" A: "Yes, sir, that's correct." Q: "V4 was on the 
wall at the Valdez tour stop?" A: "Yes. It was on the wall at every stop."). 
128 Jan. 26, 2022 Trial Tr. 796:8-14 (Borromeo cross); Jan. 27, 2022 Trial Tr. 1047:2-4 (Torkelson cross: 
"For example, I think it's been noted that Member Borromeo really wanted to get to Valdez early and hear 
from them."). 
129 Jan. 25, 2022 Trial Tr. 476: 12-478: 15 (Duval cross describing September 30 meetings, viewable maps, 
and his participation); 518:6-10, 519:7-19 (Pierce confirming Board proposed v.4 was on display at 
September 30 hearing in Valdez and on her conversations with each member of the Board one-on-one). 
130 Jan. 25, 2022 Trial Tr. 476:12-478:15 (Duval cross); 518:6-10, 519:7-19 (Pierce cross). 
131 ARB004377, ARB004416-ARB004417. 
132 ARB004415-ARB004417. 
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public hearings with all six proposed plans available for comment.133 Public testimony 

during these hearings included testimony regarding senate district pairings.134 

November 2, 2021 

After the road show was concluded, the Board reconvened in Anchorage to finalize 

its house district map. On November 2, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, 

the executive director, deputy director and legal counsel present.135 The Board met for a 

total of six hours and 55 minutes.136 Of that total time, the Board spent two hours and 23 

minutes in executive session.137 In addition, the Board spent two hours and 48 minutes 

in a mapping work session.138 

The Board took public comment wherein residents generally voiced support for a 

particular proposed map.139 Torkelson provided a summary of the public hearing tour and 

reported that public hearings had been held in the following communities: Juneau, 

Haines, Sitka, Valdez, Anchorage (2 hearings), Kotzebue, Ketchikan, Petersburg, 

Wrangell, Nome, Seward, Homer, Kenai, Kodiak, Delta Junction, Fairbanks, Bethel, 

133 Jan. 25, 2022 Trial Tr. 485:17-21 (Duval redirect: Q: "You've been asked several questions about the 
maps on the wall. Is it your understanding that the maps on the wall that were posted on Valdez were 3 
and 4 and four third-party maps?" A: "Yes.".); Jan. 27, 2022 Trial Tr. 977:14-17 (Bahnke cross Q: "And at 
that meeting in Nome, the board's version 3 and 4 and the other third-party proposed maps, those were on 
the wall, right?" A: "Yes."); Jan. 27, 2022 Trial Tr. 979:20-25 (Bahnke cross: A: "I believe the format that 
we were following was we'd give kind of a presentation, explain the process of redistricting, what it is, share 
information about what was on the walls, and then we would go into a process where we kind of mingled 
With people."); Jan. 27, 2022 Trial Tr. 1032-12-1033:11 (Simpson cross, Q: "[l]f I'm understanding you 
correctly, that's board version 3 and 4 and various third-party maps, is it correct that the board adopted 
them for the purposes of getting public comment on those maps?" A: "Yes, that's exactly why we adopted 
several versions, yes." Q: "So does it matter whether the board received public comment on those maps 
before it adopted them for the purposes of public comment?" A: "No. The purpose of adopting them was 
to encourage a variety of public comment and to provide a number of options that people could look at and 
sort of pick and choose their way through what they liked or didn't like about any of them." Q: Did the board 
get public comment on those maps?" A: "Absolutely. At the public meetings around the state, the typical 
process was that either - either board members or staff working together would physically pin the maps up 
to the walls of the various meeting venues, and people could come into the room and walk around the 
perimeter looking at different maps. And the maps were labeled as to their source, so there was a board 
version 3 and 4, there was AFFR, AFFER, Doyon, and so forth."). 
134 ARB006500-ARB006600. 
135 ARB000193-ARB000200 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
136 ARB000193; ARB000199. 
137 ARB000196. 
138 ARB000199. 
139 ARB00194-00195 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
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Dillingham, Palmer, Wasilla, Cordova, and Utqiagvik.140 The Board took additional public 

testimony and then entered a work session beginning on the afternoon of November 2 to 

continue its work on a final redistricting plan.141 

November 3, 2021 

On November 3, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, the executive 

director, deputy director and legal counsel present.142 The Board met for a total of seven 

hours, most of which took the form of a mapping work session.143 

November 4, 2021 

On November 4, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, the executive 

director, deputy director and legal counsel present.144 Once again, The Board met for a 

total of seven hours, most of which took the form of a mapping work session.145 

November 5, 2021 - House Map Finalized 

On November 5, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, the executive 

director, deputy director and legal counsel present.146 The Board started with a work 

session, and then entered into the first executive session for one hour and 35 minutes.147 

This was followed by a mapping work session that lasted one hour and 46 minutes.148 

During this mapping session, Member Marcum discussed her extensive attempts to avoid 

putting Valdez in a house district with the Mat-Su.149 

The Board then took extensive public testimony from individuals, including Yarrow 

Silvers and Felisa Wilson.15° Following public testimony, the Board entered into a second 

140 ARB000198. 
141 ARB000199. 
142 ARB000193-ARB000200 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
143 ARB000200. 
144 ARB000193-ARB000200 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
145 ARB000200. 
146 ARB000201-ARB000209 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
147 ARB000201-ARB000202 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
148 ARB000202. 
149 ARB007755-ARB007745 (Board Meeting Transcript). 
150 ARB000202-ARB000208. 
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executive session which lasted 55 minutes.151 The Board thus met in executive session 

for a total of two and one-half hours. 

Member Simpson moved the Board to adopt the redistricting map labeled "Board 

Consensus v.7" as the Board's Final Map of the forty (40) house districts, with the 

allowance for staff to make minor changes accompanied by a report for the Board to 

review.152 The Board voted 4-1, with Member Marcum voting no, to adopt Board 

Consensus v.7 as the Final House Redistricting Plan.153 

November 81 2021 - Senate Pairings Begin 

On November 8, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, the executive 

director, deputy director, and legal counsel present.154 Two days remained for the Board 

to finish its work pursuant to the constitutional deadline. Having finalized its house district 

map, the Board began its work regarding senate districts. 155 The Board began the 

meeting by taking two hours of public testimony regarding senate pairings.156 The Board 

took public testimony from individuals and groups,157 including Yarrow Silvers and Felisa 

Wilson, who advocated against pairing any house districts in the Municipality of 

Anchorage with Eagle River house districts.158 During this meeting, the public voiced 

significant support for pairing then-numbered House districts 18 and 23, which represent 

North and South Muldoon, as well as House districts 22 and 24, which represent both 

Eagle River House districts.159 This was the only public testimony that was ever taken 

regarding senate pairings. 

After taking this testimony, the Board entered executive session "for legal and 

other purposes related to receiving legal counsel for the Board."160 The Board remained 

151 ARB000208. 
152 ARB000208. 
153 ARB000208-ARB000209. 
154 ARB00021 0-ARB000222 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
155 ARB000210. 
156 ARB00021 0-ARB000213 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
157 ARB006504-ARB006600. 
15s ARB00021 0-ARB000213. 
159 ARB000211-ARB000213 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
160 ARB000208. 
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in executive session for one hour, and then took a lunch break. After lunch, the Board 

entered a senate pairings work session at 1:21 p.m., which lasted until 5:00 p.m.161 

Member Bahnke began the discussion of Anchorage pairings. She urged the board to 

pair the two Eagle River House districts together and the two Muldoon districts together 

because each of those pairs were socioeconomically integrated.162 After Ms. Bahnke 

finished, Ms. Marcum began a discussion of her suggested pairings. She had four 

different versions, and indicated she wanted to discuss all of them. However, she noted 

that all four of her proposals would split the two Eagle River districts to give Eagle River 

the opportunity for more representation.163 The Board engaged in some public discussion 

regarding the pairing of the senate districts presented by Marcum, but did not take any 

public testimony after the work session started.164 

In review of a video recording of the work session, Marcum and Simpson can be 

seen and heard consulting and discussing an unredacted chart received from Randy 

Ruedrich ("Ruedrich") providing incumbent information for house districts statewide.165 

After the work session, Marcum moved for the Board to enter executive session 

"for legal advice with regard to the proposed Senate pairings". That executive session 

lasted until the Board recessed at 6:25 p.m.166 

November 9, 2021 

On November 9, 2021, the Board held a meeting with all members, the executive 

director, deputy director, and legal counsel present.167 The Board reconvened at 9:00 

a.m. and continued its executive session.168 The Board exited executive session at 10:30 

161 ARB000208. 
162 ARB006661-ARB006669 (November 8 board meeting transcript 164:20 -173:1). 
163 ARB006671-ARB006675 (November 8 board meeting transcript 173:10-179:3) 
164 Marcum Aff. ,r 17. 
165 Marcum Depo. at 206:21-218:25 (identifying Ex. 6005 as a chart received from Randy Ruedrich 
containing incumbent information and stating that she pulled up on her computer "the version that [she] 
had, which was the unredacted version" to show Simpson); video recording of November 8, 2021 Board 
Meeting at 2:52:00-2:55:30. 
166 ARB000208. 
167 ARB000210-ARB000222 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
1ss ARB000215 (Board Meeting Minutes). 
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a.m.169 The Board took no public testimony on November 9. Member Marcum 

immediately moved to accept Senate district K pairings for Anchorage which paired Eagle 

River and South Muldoon .. 170 Simpson seconded the motion. Bahnke opposed the motion 

and requested a roll call vote. The motion passed 3-to-2, with Binkley, Marcum, and 

Simpson in favor, and Bahnke and Borromeo against.171 The Board voted to pair House 

Districts 21 and 22 to create Senate District K, and voted to pair House Districts 23 and 

24 to create Senate District L.172 Both of these senate districts were consistent with 

proposals Member Marcum had made the prior day on the record, 173 but were quite 

different then the pairings proposed by Ms. Borromeo the day before. 

Borromeo moved to reconsider the vote, with Bahnke seconding the motion. 

Borromeo expressed strong opposition against pairing East Anchorage district with the 

Eagle River districts, noting that "it opens the Board up to an unfortunate and very easily 

winnable argument [ofj partisan gerrymandering."174 Borromeo noted that Marcum stated 

the previous day that this pairing "gives Eagle River the opportunity to . . . have more 

representation, so they're certainly not going to be disenfranchised by the process,"175 

and stated that the pairing "defies logic" and is contrary to "the sound, sound legal advice 

[the Board] got from counsel in executive session."176 

However, before Borromeo had finished speaking, Chair Binkley and Marcum 

called the question.177 The motion to reconsider the vote on adoption of the Anchorage 

senate pairings failed, with only Bahnke and Borromeo in favor of reconsideration.178 

Board staff then presented a report showing the percentage change of constituents 

for senate districts, so that the Board could decide which senate terms required truncation 

because the districts had substantially changed and thus must stand for election in 2022, 

169 ARB000215. 
170 ARB000215. 
171 ARB000215. 
112 ARB0007035-ARB007036. 
173 ARB006687 at 191:9-17; ARB006660-ARB006702 (discussing Anchorage Senate pairing options). 
174 ARB007040. 
175 ARB007041. 
176 ARB007041. 
177 ARB007043; Binkley Depa. 198:25-199:9. 
178 ARB000215. 
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regardless of when the seat had previously stood for election.179 Bahnke suggested that, 

to avoid the appearance of partisanship or knowledge as to which seats would be 

truncated, the Board should flip a coin to make the decision. In contrast, Binkley 

suggested that there should be some rationale for the decision, and proposed alternating 

between the 2024 and 2022 cycles beginning with Senate District T. Simpson and 

Marcum supported Binkley's proposal, with Marcum specifically noting that the Board had 

not been presented with any incumbent information.180 A vote was held, and Binkley's 

method passed. Borromeo then moved to determine the sequencing for truncations 

beginning with Senate District A going in the 2024 cycle, but the majority board members 

voted against this motion.181 Marcum then moved to alternate by numerical order with 

District A going in the 2022 cycle, and the motion passed. It appears that the majority 

board members had a preference for this configuration, despite their purported neutrality 

and ignorance of incumbents.182 After this decision, the Board entered a recess at 4:30 

p.m. 

November 10, 2021 

On November 10, 2022, the Board issued its Final Plan and Proclamation of 

Redistricting.183 

Borromeo and Bahnke initially refused to sign the Proclamation as a direct result 

of the East Anchorage/Eagle River pairings and the dilution that these pairings may 

cause, specifically, in House District 21-South Muldoon.184 Ultimately, they signed the 

Proclamation, noting their dissent.185 Both Members' closing statements are contained 

in the Board's minutes in their entirety.186 

179 ARB000216. 
180 ARB000217. 
181 ARB000217. 
182 ARB000217. 
1a3 ARB000219-ARB000222. 
184 November 10, 2021 Board Meeting Minutes, ARB000219. 
185 Board 2021 Proclamation of Redistricting, ARB000003. 
1as AR8000219-ARB000221. 
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IV. LEGAL PROCEEDINGS 

The Alaska Constitution allows challenges to the Final Plan. Article VI, section 11 

states, "[a]ny qualified voter may apply to the superior court to compel the Redistricting 

Board, by mandamus or otherwise, to perform its duties under this article or to correct 

any error in redistricting ... "187 In accordance with Article VI, section 11, five lawsuits were 

filed in superior courts throughout the State, and were consolidated under the caption, In 

Re 2021 Redistricting Cases, Consolidated Case No. 3AN-21-08869CI. All of these 

lawsuits challenge the 2021 Redistricting Plan and name the Alaska Redistricting Board 

as Defendant., and seek an order to the board to make corrections to the Plan. 

A. Parties to the Case 

The five cases are: 

Municipality of Skagway v. Alaska Redistricting Board, 1JU-21-00944CI; 
The City of Valdez v. Alaska Redistricting Board, 3VA-21-00080CI; 
Matanuska-Susitna Borough v. Alaska Redistricting Board, 3PA-21-02397CI; 
Calista Corporation v. Alaska Redistricting Board, 4BE-21-00372 CI; and 
Felisa Wilson v. Alaska Redistricting Board, 3AN-21-08869CI. 

Pursuant to Civil Rule 90.B(f) the Presiding Judges consolidated the five cases and 

moved them to Anchorage. 

In addition, the Court granted a motion to intervene submitted by a coalition of 

several Alaska Native Corporations and individuals. They include Doyon, Limited; Tanana 

Chiefs Conference; Fairbanks Native Association; Ahtna, Inc., Sealaska; Donald Charlie, 

Jr.; Rhonda Pitka; Cherise Beatus; and Gordon Carlson. The State has also been 

participating in the litigation, but did not formally move to intervene. 

In addition, several interested parties were granted permission to appear as 

amicus curiae. They include the Alaska Black Caucus, National Association for the 

Advancement of Colored People Anchorage, Alaska Branch #1000, En laces, the Korean 

187 The Alaska Supreme Court has broadly interpreted the concept of standing, favoring the increased 
accessibility to judicial forums. Accordingly, "any qualified voter" is authorized to institute and maintain a 
reapportionment suit seeking to correct any errors in redistricting. Carpenter, 667 P.2d at 1209-10. 
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American Community of Anchorage, Inc., the Native Movement, and First Alaskans 

Institute. 

B. Pre-Trial Proceedings 

All of the five cases were filed on or shortly the statutory deadline of December 10, 

2021. The Presiding Judge issued an initial Pretrial Order on December 15 setting a 

scheduling hearing for December 20, 2021, and a Second Pre-trial Order on December 

20, 2021. The undersigned judge was assigned as the trial judge on December 20, and 

held an initial discovery hearing on December 22, 2021. The Court issued its Third Pretrial 

Order on December 22, 2021. The Court held weekly Discovery and Status hearings 

thereafter until trial began. A Fourth Pre-Trial Order was issued setting forth the general 

trial plan was entered on January 4, 2022. 

On December 23, 2021, the Parties filed an original Petition with the Supreme 

Court seeking an extension of the deadline for the final order in this case to be issued.188 

The Supreme Court granted a two-week extension to February 15, 2022.189 

On January 21, 2021, the Court began a 12-day bench trial. The trial was 

conducted entirely by Zoom and followed a hybrid format due to the highly condensed 

schedule. All direct testimony was pre-filed by Affidavit in advance of trial. In addition, the 

parties took depositions of each of the Board members, the executive director, expert 

witnesses and a third-party witness. At trial, the parties were permitted to conduct cross

examination of witnesses, and present redirect testimony. The Court also heard rebuttal 

evidence from each of the Plaintiffs, with the exception of East Anchorage. 

In addition to the Deposition and trial testimony, the Court also received numerous 

exhibits from the Parties. 

188 Pursuant to Civil Rule 90.B(c), this Court's final decision was then due on February 1, 2022. 
189 Order on Original Application, S-18275 (December 23, 2021 ). 
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During the course of the pre-trial proceedings, the Court ruled on a number of pre

trial motions. The Orders addressing the various Motions and procedural issues are 

identified in Appendix A. 

C. The Record Before the Court 

Pursuant to Civil Rule 90.8, the record before this court included the record from 

the Redistricting Board. On December 22, 2021, the board submitted the initial record, 

consisting of 7,232 pages. The Board supplemented the record on January 14, 2022 with 

an additional 3,588 pages. A third supplement was submitted to the court on February 4, 

2022 containing additional transcripts of Board meetings. The record is all labeled and 

identified as ARB 1 to ARB 11,662. The Board has also filed a complete copy of the trial 

transcript.190 

Attached as Appendix B is a list of all of the Deposition testimony included in the 

record. Attached as Appendix C is a copy of the Exhibit lists (as amended through trial) 

submitted by each party identifying the admitted exhibits. Attached as Appendix D is a 

summary of the Claims raised by each Plaintiff. 

D. Trial Proceedings 

During the trial in this case, the parties each presented testimony by Affidavit. The 

opposing parties then had the choice to cross-examine the witnesses. If a witness was 

crossed, then the offering party was afforded the opportunity to question the witness on 

re-direct. 

At trial, the Plaintiffs presented a total of 19 lay witnesses, plus four expert 

witnesses. The Board presented 6 witnesses and the lntervenors also presented three 

witnesses. The Court has considered the affidavit testimony as well as the live testimony 

offered during trial (in addition to the depositions identified earlier.) 

190 As of this writing, only the closing arguments conducted on Friday, February 11, 2022 were not included 
in the transcript. 
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The following witnesses were heard from: 

East Anchorage 

Felisa Wilson, a Plaintiff and resident of District 23 

Sean Murphy, a Plaintiff and resident of District 22 

Yarrow Silvers, a Plaintiff and resident of District 21 

David Dunsmore 

Kevin McGee, President of the Anchorage area NAACP 

Dr. Chase Hensel, PhD an expert in Anthropology 

Mat-Su 

Edna De Vries, a resident and Mayor of the Mat-Su Borough 

Michael Brown, a resident and Manager of the Mat-Su Borough 

Stephen Colligan, an expert in Redistricting and GIS 

Valdez 

Sharon Scheidt, Mayor of Valdez 

Sheri Pierce, City Clerk of Valdez 

Nathan Duval, Director of Capital Facilities, City of Valdez 

Kimball Brace, an expert in Redistricting 

Calista 

Andrew Guy, President of Calista 

William Naneng, resident of Hooper Bay 

Harley Sundown, resident of Scammon Bay 

Myron Naneng, COO of Sea Lion Corp. 

Leonard Thom Aparuk, Director of Communications for Calista 

Randy Ruedrich, expert witness in redistricting 

Skagway 

Andrew Cremata, Mayor of Skagway 

Brad Ryan, Skagway Borough Manager 

Jan Wrentmore, resident and business owner in Skagway 

John Walsh, lobbyist for the City of Skagway 

Kimball Brace, expert witness in redistricting 

Intervenors 
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Michelle Anderson, President of Ahtna 

Miranda Wright, Treasurer of Doyon 

Vicki Otte, resident of McGrath and Doyon Shareholder 

The Board 

Melanie Bahnke, Board Member 

Nichole Borromeo, Board Member 

John Binkley, Board Member 

Bethany Marcum, Board Member 

Budd Simpson, Board Member 

Peter Torkelson, Executive Director 

V. JURISDICTION AND STANDARD OF REVIEW 

Article VI, Section 11 of the Alaska Constitution provides that the superior court 

has "[o]riginal jurisdiction" over applications from qualified voters "to compel the 

Redistricting Board ... to correct any error in redistricting." The provision continues that: 

all dispositions by the superior court ... under this section shall be expedited and 
shall have priority over all other matters .... Upon a final judicial decision that a 
plan is invalid, the matter shall be returned to the board for correction and 
development of a new plan. If that new plan is declared invalid, the matter may be 
referred again to the board.191 

Plaintiffs all have standing to bring these lawsuits and this court has original 

jurisdiction under the Alaska Constitution. 

Alaska Civil Rule 90.8 provides additional guidance for redistricting challenges, 

including a strict deadline for issuing a decision.192 

Redistricting plans are reviewed in a similar manner as regulations adopted by an 

administrative agency, or in other words, "to ensure that the Board did not exceed its 

delegated authority and to determine if the plan is 'reasonable and not arbitrary."'193 But 

1s1 Alaska Const. art. VI, § 11. 
192 Alaska R. Civ. P. 90.B(c) ("The date for the court's decision shall be no later than 120 days prior to the 
statutory filing deadline for the first statewide election in which the challenged redistricting plan is scheduled 
to take effect."). 
193 In re 2011 Redistricting Cases (2011 Appeal Ill), 294 P.3d 1032, 1037 (Alaska 2012) (quoting Kenai 
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"a court may not substitute its judgment" for that of the Board or "choose among 

alternative plans," nor is a plan's "sagacity" or "wisdom" subject to review. 194 

Courts apply their "independent judgment" to questions of law, including issues of 

first impression involving "constitutional and statutory interpretation," and must "adopt the 

rule of law that is most persuasive in light of precedent, reason, and policy."195 

VI. APPLICABLE LAW 

A. District Boundaries (Alaska Const. art. VI, § 6) 

Article VI, Section 6 of the Alaska Constitution provides several substantive criteria 

for the Board to apply when drawing geographic boundaries for house districts and when 

pairing senate districts: 

Each house district shall be formed of contiguous and compact territory containing 
as nearly as practicable a relatively integrated socio-economic area. Each shall 
contain a population as near as practicable to the quotient obtained by dividing the 
population of the state by forty. Each senate district shall be composed as near as 
practicable of two contiguous house districts. Consideration may be given to local 
government boundaries. Drainage and other geographic features shall be used in 
describing boundaries wherever possible.196 

The Court has clarified the terms "contiguous," "compact," and "integrated socio

economic area" over subsequent redistricting challenges as well as the equal population 

requirement. 

1. Contiguous territory 

The Court has defined the contiguity criterion to require "territory which is bordering 

or touching," or more specifically, that "every part of the district is reachable from every 

other part without crossing the district boundary."197 But in light of Alaska's size and 

Peninsula Borough v. State, 743 P.2d 1352, 1357 (Alaska 1987)). 
194 Carpenterv. Hammond, 667 P.2d 1204, 1214 (Alaska 1983) (quoting Groh v. Egan, 526 P.2d 863, 866-
67 (Alaska 1974)). 
195 Wielechowski v. State, 403 P.3d 1141, 1146 (Alaska 2017) (internal quotation marks omitted) (quoting 
State v. Ketchikan Gateway Borough, 366 P.3d 86, 90 (Alaska 2016)). 
196 Alaska Const. art. VI, § 6. 
197 Hickel v. Se. Conf., 846 P .2d 38, 45 (Alaska 1992) (quoting Bernard Grofman, Criteria for Districting: A 
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"numerous archipelagos," the Court noted that "a contiguous district may contain some 

amount of open sea" within reason and subject to the other Section 6 criteria.198 The 

Alaska Supreme Court has defined a "contiguous territory" as one which is bordering or 

touching.199 The Court determined that "[a] district may be defined as contiguous if every 

part of the district is reachable form every other part without crossing the district boundary 

(i.e., the district is not divided into two or more discrete pieces)."200 The Court 

acknowledges that Alaska is a unique state with many islands and massive coastline. 

This reality means that without limitations on the definition of "contiguous," a coastal 

district could be considered contiguous with any other coastal district by reason of sharing 

the open sea. For example, District 37 covering the Aleutian Islands could permissibly be 

paired in a Senate district with District 2 in Southeast Alaska despite being separated by 

the Gulf of Alaska. In Kenai, the Supreme Court noted this anomalous result, and 

determined that contiguity could not be separated from the concept of compactness when 

crafting senate districts.201 

2. Compact territory 

Compactness is defined as "having a small perimeter in relation to the area 

encompassed," such that "bizarre designs" do not result.202 The Court has provided some 

examples that may violate this criterion, such as "'corridors' of land that extend to include 

a populated area" or "appendages attached to otherwise compact areas."203 

3. Relatively integrated socio-economic area 

The purpose of the relative socio-economic integration criterion is "to prevent[] 

gerrymandering" and "ensure that a voter is not denied his or her right to an equally 

Social Science Perspective, 33 UCLA L. REV. 77, 84 (1985)), as modified on reh'g (Mar. 12, 1993). 
1se Id. 
199 Hickel v. Southeast Conference, 846 P .2d 38, 45 (Alaska 1992). 
200 Id. (quoting Grofman, Criteria for Districting: A Social Science Perspective, 33 UCLA L.Rev. 77, 84 
(1985)). 
201 Kenai Peninsula, 743 P2d at 1365 n.21. 
202 Hickel, 846 P.2d at45 (quoting Carpenterv. Hammond, 667 P.2d 1204, 1218 (Alaska 1983) (Matthews, 
J., concurring)). 
2o3 Id. at 45-46. 
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powerful vote."204 Delegates to the Alaska Constitutional Convention defined this principle 

to mean "a group of people living within a geographic unit" following "similar economic 

pursuits."205 The Court has thus considered significant factors such as "ferry and daily air 

service, geographical similarities and historical economic links," as well as other factors 

such as "patterns of housing, income levels and minority residences."206 Municipalities 

and boroughs are "by definition socio-economically integrated."207 The Court has also 

construed the modifier "relatively" to require a comparison of "proposed districts to other 

previously existing and proposed districts as well as principal alternative districts to 

determine if socio-economic links are sufficient."208 

4. Equal population 

Although earlier Alaska redistricting cases accepted maximum population 

deviations as high as ten percent,209 after the 1998 amendment adding the language "as 

nearly as practicable," the Alaska Supreme Court reasoned that this provision is usually 

"stricter than the federal threshold," and that "technological advances will often make it 

practicable to achieve deviations substantially below the ten percent federal threshold, 

particularly in urban areas."210 Thus, the Board must "make a good faith effort" in reducing 

population deviations or otherwise "demonstrate that further minimizing the deviations 

would have been impracticable in light of competing requirements imposed under either 

federal or state law."211 

5. Local government boundaries 

As for the significance of local government boundaries, although this criterion 

arguably applies to both house and senate districts, focusing on the text's permissive 

204 Id. at 46. 
205 Id. (quoting 3 PACC 1873 (January 12, 1956)). 
206 Id. at 47 (quoting Groh v. Egan, 526 P.2d 863, 879 (Alaska 1974)). 
207 2001 Appeal I, 44 P.3d 141, 146 (Alaska 2002); see also Hickel, 846 P.2d at 51 ("[A] borough must have 
a population which 'is interrelated and integrated as to its social, cultural, and economic activities."' (quoting 
AS 29.05.031(a)(1)). 
20s Hickel 846 P.2d at 47. 
209 See Groh, 526 P.2d at 877. 
210 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases (2001 Appeal I), 44 P.3d 141, 145-46 (Alaska 2002). 
211 Id. at 146. 
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language, the Court has said "that respecting local government boundaries is 

discretionary."212 But the Court has also noted that "the division of a borough which 

otherwise has enough population to support an election district will be an indication of 

gerrymandering," in which case "some legitimate justification" is required.213 

B. Public Hearings Requirement (Alaska Const. art. VI,§ 10) 

The Alaska Constitution also outlines the process for the Board to receive public 

feedback prior to adoption of the final plan: 

Within thirty days after the official reporting of the decennial census of the 
United States or thirty days after being duly appointed, whichever occurs 
last, the board shall adopt one or more proposed redistricting plans. The 
board shall hold public hearings on the proposed plan, or, if no single 
proposed plan is agreed on, on all plans proposed by the board. No later 
than ninety days after the board has been appointed and the official 
reporting of the decennial census of the United States, the board shall adopt 
a final redistricting plan and issue a proclamation of redistricting. The final 
plan shall set out boundaries of house and senate districts and shall be 
effective for the election of members of the legislature until after the official 
reporting of the next decennial census of the United States.214 

The Alaska Supreme Court has not yet provided concrete guidance on how to 

interpret this section since its amendment in 1998, and superior courts overseeing 

subsequent redistricting disputes have reached different results. In 2002, the superior 

court reasoned "that Article VI, Section 10 requires that public hearings be held only on 

the plan or plans adopted by the Board within thirty days of the reporting of the census."215 

But in 2013, after the Alaska Supreme Court remanded the 2011 final plan to the Board 

for a second time,216 the superior court ordered that Section 10's broad mandate meant 

that "[p]ublic hearings must he held for a new plan or plans promulgated by the Board,"217 

even though the initial 30-day window had long since passed. 

212 2001 Appeal II, 47 P.3d 1089, 1091 (Alaska 2002). 
213 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 51 n.20. 
214 Alaska Const. art. VI,§ 10(a). 
215 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases (2001 Cases I), No. 3AN-01-08914CI, at 33 (Alaska Super., Feb. 01, 
2002). 
216 See 2011 Appeal Ill, 294 P.3d 1032, 1039 (Alaska 2012). 
217 In re 2011 Redistricting Cases (2011 Cases//), No. 4FA-11-02209CI, at 3 (Alaska Super., May 30, 
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C. Equal Protection (Alaska Const. art. I, § 1; U.S. Const. amend. 14) 

Article I, Section 1 of the Alaska Constitution provides "that all persons are equal 

and entitled to equal rights, opportunities, and protection under the law."218 There is also 

a robust body of case law involving the federal Equal Protection Clause,219 particularly as 

it pertains to redistricting.220 The Alaska Supreme Court has consistently noted that "the 

equal protection clause of the Alaska Constitution imposes a stricter standard than its 

federal counterpart."221 

"In the context of voting rights in redistricting and reapportionment litigation, there 

are two basic principles of equal protection, namely that of 'one person, one vote'-the 

right to an equally weighted vote-and of 'fair and effective representation'-the right to 

group effectiveness or an equally powerful vote."222 The first principle has been described 

as "quantitative, or purely numerical, in nature," and the second as "qualitative."223 The 

Alaska Supreme Court has noted that, under Alaska equal protection jurisprudence, the 

first principle "has mirrored the federal requirement," whereas the second "has been 

interpreted more strictly than the analogous federal provision."224 The Alaska equal 

protection clause also presents its own redistricting analysis. 225 

1. One person, one vote 

The U.S. Supreme Court has interpreted the Equal Protection Clause of the 

Fourteenth Amendment to generally provide for "one person, one vote,"226 while in 

2013). The superior court reasoned "that the Board has access to, and has used, different forms of 
technology throughout this process and could hold public hearings through a variety of ... technologies 
designed to promote the widest public input in the shortest amount of time." Id. at 3 n.6. 
21a Alaska Const. art. I, § 1. 
219 See U.S. Const. amend. XIV, § 1 ("No State shall ... deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal 
protection of the laws."). 
220 See, e.g., Rucho v. Common Cause, 139 S. Ct. 2484, 2498 (2019); Reynolds v. Sims, 377 U.S. 533, 
566 (1964). 
221 Kenai Peninsula Borough v. State, 743 P.2d 1352, 1371 (Alaska 1987). 
222 Id. at 1366. 
223 Hickel v. Se. Conf., 846 P.2d 38, 47 (Alaska 1992), as modified on reh'g (Mar. 12, 1993). 
224 Id. 
225 Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1371. 
22s Gray v. Sanders, 372 U.S. 368, 381 (1963). 
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general permitting "minor deviations from mathematical equality" without justification.227 

Whereas "a maximum population deviation under 10%" is considered "minor," justification 

must be provided for any deviation above that threshold.228 The Court has also identified 

a number of "traditional districting principles such as compactness, contiguity, and respect 

for political subdivisions," that may justify greater deviations to some degree.229 These 

concepts are also explicitly codified in Article VI, Section 6 of the Alaska Constitution. 

2. Fair and effective representation 

Recognizing that numerical equality alone can still produce "the most grossly 

gerrymandered results," the U.S. Supreme Court has also recognized substantive 

restraints that come into play "if racial or political groups have been fenced out of the 

political process and their voting strength invidiously minimized."230 In Davis v. Bandemer, 

a plurality of the Court held that invidious discrimination on the basis of political groups in 

redistricting presented a justiciable claim.231 The plurality reasoned that "unconstitutional 

discrimination occurs only when the electoral system is arranged in a manner that will 

consistently degrade a voter's or a group of voters' influence on the political process as 

a whole."232 The Alaska Supreme Court quoted Bandemer approvingly in subsequent 

redistricting challenges, 233 reading that case to "require[] a showing of a pattern of 

discrimination" against an identifiable group, in addition to proving discriminatory intent 

and effect to succeed on a vote dilution claim.234 But in 2019 the U.S. Supreme Court 

ultimately concluded that partisan gerrymandering claims under the Fourteenth 

Amendment are nonjusticiable.235 The Alaska Supreme Court has not yet addressed the 

227 Gaffneyv. Cummings, 412 U.S. 735,745 (1973). 
228 Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1366 (citing Brown v. Thomson, 462 U.S. 835, 842 (1983)). 
229 Shaw v. Reno, 509 U.S. 630, 647 (1993); see also Reynolds v. Sims, 377 U.S. 533, 578-80 (1964) 
(listing impermissible factors such as "history alone" and "economic or other sorts of group interests"). 
230 Gaffney v. Cummings, 412 U.S. 735, 753-54 (1973). 
231 478 U.S. 109, 124-25 (1986), abrogated by Rucho v. Common Cause, 139 S. Ct. 2484 (2019). 
232 Id. at 132. 
233 See Kenai Peninsula Borough, 7 43 P .2d at 1368-69; accord Hickel v. Se. Conf., 846 P .2d 38, 49 (Alaska 
1992), as modified on reh'g (Mar. 12, 1993). 
234 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 49. 
235 Rucho, 139 S. Ct. at 2506-07. 
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import of this decision vis-a-vis the potential for partisan gerrymandering claims under the 

Alaska Constitution. 

3. Alaska equal protection analysis 

Equal protection analysis under Article I, Section I of the Alaska Constitution 

applies "an adjustable 'uniform-balancing' test ... depending on the importance of the 

individual right involved" to determine the applicable level of scrutiny, which is then 

balanced against the government's purpose and "the state's interest in the particular 

means employed."236 In Kenai Peninsula Borough v. State, the Court concluded that "a 

voter's right to an equally geographically effective or powerful vote ... represent[s] a 

significant constitutional interest."237 The Court therefore applied a "stricter equal 

protection standard when assessing the constitutionality of a reapportionment plan."238 In 

that context, "upon a showing that the Board acted intentionally to discriminate against 

the voters of a geographic area, the Board must demonstrate that its plan will lead to 

greater proportionality of representation. "239 In light of the stricter constitutional standard, 

no "pattern of discrimination" is required, and the de minimis nature of any imbalance is 

not considered "when determining the legitimacy of the Board's purpose."240 

D. Due Process (Alaska Const. art. I, § 7) 

Article I, Section 7 of the Alaska Constitution states that "[n]o person shall be 

deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law."241 The Alaska Supreme 

Court has identified both procedural and substantive applications of due process: 

This clause requires that adequate and fair procedures be employed when state 

action threatens protected life, liberty, or property interests. This is procedural due 

process. It also may bar state action that infringes such interests in the absence of a 

236 Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1370-71 (quoting Alaska Pacific Assurance Co. v. Brown, 687 
P.2d 264,269 (Alaska 1984)). 
237 Id. at 1372. 
236 Id. at 1371. 
239 Hickel, 846 P.2d at49 (citing Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1372). 
240 Id. 
241 Alaska Const. art. I,§ 7. 
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sufficient government reason making procedures irrelevant. This is substantive due 

process. Substantive due process is a doctrine that is meant to guard against unfair, 

irrational, or arbitrary state conduct that "shock[s] the universal sense of justice."242 

As for procedural due process, the constitution "does not require a full-scale 

hearing in every situation to which due process applies."243 "At a minimum, due process 

requires that the parties receive notice and an opportunity to be heard."244 

Under both the Federal and Alaska Constitutions, due process analysis involves 

consideration of three factors: (1) the private interest affected by the official action; (2) the 

risk of an erroneous deprivation of such interest through the procedures used and the 

probable value, if any, of additional or substitute procedural safeguards; and (3) the 

government's interest, including the fiscal and administrative burdens that additional or 

substitute procedural requirements would entail.245 

However, the Alaska Supreme Court has provided little in the way of guidance as 

to how the Due Process Clause applies to redistricting challenges.246 In other 

jurisdictions, courts have found violations of due process in electoral procedures only in 

rare instances where state action "seriously undermine[s] the fundamental fairness of the 

electoral process."247 Such examples include filling vacancies through appointment rather 

than holding elections as required under state law.248 

E. The Hickel process 

In Hickel v. Southeast Conference, the Alaska Supreme Court formulated the 

following process for designing an interim redistricting plan on remand: 

242 Doe v. Dep't of Pub. Safety, 444 P.3d 116, 124-25 (Alaska 2019) (footnotes omitted) (quoting Church v. 
State, Dep't of Revenue, 973 P.2d 1125, 1130 (Alaska 1999)). 
243 Laidlaw Transit, Inc. v. Anchorage Sch. Dist., 118 P.3d 1018, 1026 (Alaska 2005) (quoting Frontier 
Saloon, Inc. v. Alcoholic Beverage Control Bd., 524 P.2d 657, 661 (Alaska 1974)). 
244 Haggblom v. City of Dillingham, 191 P .3d 991, 995 (Alaska 2008). 
245 Id. (citing Laidlaw Transit, 118 P.3d at 1026); accord Mathews v. Eldridge, 424 U.S. 319,335 (1976). 
246 See, e.g., 2001 Appeal I, 44 P.3d 141, 147 (Alaska 2002) (holding only that the plaintiffs' due process 
claims "have no merit"). 
247 Duncan v. Poythress, 657 F.2d 691, 700 (5th Cir. 1981 ). 
248 Id. at 704; see a/so Nol/es v. State Comm. for Reorganization of Sch. Districts, 524 F.3d 892, 898-99 
(8th Cir. 2008) (collecting cases). 
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Priority must be given first to the Federal Constitution, second to the federal 
voting rights act, and third to the requirements of article VI, section 6 of the 
Alaska Constitution. The requirements of article VI, section 6 shall receive 
priority inter se in the following order: (1) contiguousness and compactness, 
(2) relative socioeconomic integration, (3) consideration of local 
government boundaries, (4) use of drainage and other geographic features 
in describing boundaries.249 

On rehearing, the Court clarified this process further: 

The Board must first design a reapportionment plan based on the 
requirements of the Alaska Constitution. That plan then must be tested 
against the Voting Rights Act. A reapportionment plan may minimize article 
VI, section 6 requirements when minimization is the only means available 
to satisfy Voting Rights Act requirements.250 

The Court explained that, although "expediency mandated" prioritizing 

"compliance with the Voting Rights Act" at the time, when "drafting a permanent plan" 

outside of such added time constraints, "[t]he Board shall ensure that the requirements of 

article VI, section 6 of the Alaska Constitution are not unnecessarily compromised by the 

Voting Rights Act."251 This became known as the Hickel process, and the Court has 

adhered to this list of priorities in subsequent redistricting challenges. 252 The Court even 

rejected the 2011 final redistricting plan due solely to the Board's failure to "follow the 

Hickel process."253 The Court concluded that subsequent U.S. Supreme Court decisions 

"have made adherence to the Hickel process even more critical," as jurisdictions must 

"ensur[e] that traditional redistricting principles are not 'subordinated to race."'254 And in 

light of Shelby County v. Holder striking down Section 4 of the Voting Rights Act,255 some 

considerations such as preclearance are no longer obstacles. 256 

249 Id. at 62. 
250 Id. at 51 n.22. 
2s1 Id. 
252 2001 Appeal I, 44 P.3d 141, 143 n.2 (Alaska 2002). 
253 In re 2011 Redistricting Cases (2011 Appeal I), 274 P.3d 466, 468 (Alaska 2012). 
254 Id. (quoting Bush v. Vera, 517 U.S. 952, 959 (1996)). 
255 570 U.S. 529, 557 (2013). 
256 See Feldman v. Arizona Secy of State's Off., 843 F.3d 366, 369 (9th Cir. 2016). 
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F. Voting Rights Act 

In addition to the state requirements, the Federal Voting Rights Act governs 

redistricting of state election districts.257 This Act protects the voting power of racial 

minorities. 258 "Under section 5 of the Act, a reapportionment plan is invalid if it 'would lead 

to a retrogression in the position of racial of racial minorities with respect to their effective 

exercise of the electoral franchise.' "259 

Furthermore, in order to comply with section 5 of the Act,260 the Alaska Supreme 

Court has ruled that a "state may constitutionally reapportion districts to enhance the 

voting strength of minorities in order to facilitate compliance with the Voting Rights Act."261 

Under Section 2 of the Federal Voting Rights Act, Plaintiffs may have a redistricting plan 

invalidated if: (1) under the totality of the circumstances, the redistricting results in 

unequal access to the electoral process; and (2) racially polarized bloc voting exists. 262 

G. Open Meetings Act (AS 44.62.310-19) 

Finally, Alaska Statute 44.62.310, otherwise known as the Open Meetings Act263 

("Act"), provides that "[a]II meetings of a governmental body of a public entity of the state 

are open to the public except as otherwise provided by this section or another provision 

of law."264 The Act contemplates teleconferencing and it requires "[r]easonable public 

notice" prior to any public meeting.265 The Act also allows certain subjects to be 

considered in executive session.266 Although the Act declares that "[a]ction taken contrary 

257 42 U.S.C. § 1973 (1988) (quoting Egan, 502 P.2d at 865-66 (footnotes omitted) (quoted in Groh, 526 
P.2d at 875; Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1359; and Hickel, 846 P.2d at 50)). 
258 See Hickel, 846 P.2d at 49. 
259 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 49 (quoting Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1361, quoting Beer v. United 
States, 425 U.S. 130, 141 (1976)). 
260 In 2013, the United States Supreme Court struck down a portion of Section 4 addressing pre-clearance 
of Redistricting plans. Shelby County, Alabama v Holder, 570 U.S. 529, 557 (2013). As a result, Alaska is 
no longer required to seek preclearance of its redistricting plan from the Justice Department. 
261 Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1361; quoted in Hickel, 846 P.2d at49-50. 
262 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 50 (citing Thornburg v. Gingles, 478 U.S. 30, 47 (1986)). 
263 AS 44.62.319. 
264 AS 44.62.310(a). 
265 AS 44.62.31 0(a), (e). 
266 AS 44.62.310(c) (including finances, reputational matters, confidential matters, and non-disclosable 
government records). 
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to this section is voidable," the superior court must first weigh a number of factors to 

determine whether "the public interest in compliance ... outweighs the harm that would 

be caused to the public interest and to the public entity by voiding the action."267 The 

legislature additionally stated its intent that any exceptions to the Act "be construed 

narrowly."268 

The Alaska Supreme Court addressed the question of whether the attorney-client 

privilege is a valid excuse for calling executive sessions under the Act in Coo/ Homes, 

Inc. v. Fairbanks North Star Borough.269 In light of the Act's broad policy goals, the Court 

reasoned that "[t]he privilege should not be applied blindly" and the existence of pending 

litigation "is not enough"; instead, the privilege only permits executive sessions to further 

"candid discussion of the facts and litigation strategies."270 The Court thus recognized a 

narrow exception for when members of a board faced "personal liability" in "ongoing 

litigation," and therefore called an executive session to obtain "legal advice as to how it 

and its members could avoid legal liability," as opposed to just "general legal advice."271 

In Hickel, the Court affirmed "that the Open Meetings Act and Public Records Act 

apply generally to the activities of the Reapportionment Board."272 But in 1998, Article VI 

was amended so that the Board is no longer appointed solely by the Governor.273 And in 

the 2001 redistricting challenge, the Court assumed that the Act continues to apply to the 

Board without actually reaching that question.274 In a separate order, this court addressed 

these questions and determined that the Act does continue to apply to the Board, 275 which 

is now the law of the case. 

267 AS 44.62.310(f). 
268 AS 44.62.312(b). 
269 860 P.2d 1248, 1260-62 (Alaska 1993). 
270 Id. at 1262. 
211 Id. 
272 Hickel v. Se. Conf., 846 P.2d 38, 57 (Alaska 1992), as modified on reh'g (Mar. 12, 1993). 
273 See former Alaska Const. art. IV, § 8. 
214 2001 Appeal I, 44 P.3d 141, 147 (Alaska 2002). 
275 See Order re Motion for Rule of Law - Attorney Client Privilege (Jan. 18, 2022). 
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VII. PRACTICAL LIMITATIONS 

In his opinion relating to the 2001 redistricting challenges, Judge Rindner aptly 

described the practical limitations inherent in redistricting in Alaska: 

In addition to the legal principles discussed, the court notes the practical 
problems connected with redistricting in Alaska. The Alaska Supreme 
Court, in virtually every redistricting case, has recognized the following 
general principles: 

At the outset we recognize the difficulty of creating districts of equal 
population while also conforming to the Alaska constitutional mandate that 
the districts 'be formed of contiguous and compact territory containing as 
nearly as practicable a relatively integrated socio-economic area.' 

When Alaska's geographical, climatical, ethnic, cultural and socio-economic 
differences are contemplated the task assumes Herculean proportions 
commensurate with Alaska's enormous land area. The problems are 
multiplied by Alaska's sparse and widely scattered population and the 
relative inaccessibility of portions of the state ... 

Despite the possibility of belaboring this opinion we feel obliged to set forth 
a few of the facts which make it difficult to fit Alaska's reapportionment plan 
into standards established for the 48 contiguous states which preceded it 
into the Union. Alaska has a total land area of 586,400 square miles-as 
large as the entire Louisiana Purchase, and one-fifth the total area of the 
continental United States. Its boundaries embrace four time zones. The 
state contains the highest mountain on the North American continent, 
glaciers that exceed the size of the State of Rhode Island, and a coastline 
longer than the total coastline along the remainder of the continental United 
States. Mountain ranges which equal or exceed the length and height of the 
Rockies divide Alaska into five relatively isolated regions which in turn are 
subdivided by river systems and other geographic factors such as broad 
expanses of frozen tundra challenging the most advanced roadway 
engineering. 

When confronted with conditions so different from those of any other single 
state in the continental United States, it is readily apparent that it becomes 
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well nigh impossible to achieve the mathematical precision of equal 
proportions which is feasible in those other states.276 

The Board is also constrained by the limited time requirements set forth in the 1998 

constitutional amendments. After receipt of the decennial census data reports, the Board 

is only given 90 days to complete its work.277 Given this extraordinary time frame, there 

is a substantial burden placed on the individual board members and staff to complete the 

work. The Court's review of the challenges to the Board's processes must be considered 

in this context. 

Finally, the Court also recognizes the work of this Board was complicated by the 

COVID-19 pandemic. In addition, the census data was received by the State much later 

than normal. In most years, the census data is received in the March or April. This cycle, 

the data was not received until August, placing the Board's 90-day time allotment through 

the fall instead. 

Faced with the many obstacles and extraordinary timeframe imposed by Alaska's 

constitution, this Court wishes to emphasize the Board and its staff performed the usual 

"herculean task" of redistricting most admirably. Nothing in this order should be taken as 

a personal attack on any of the participants who all performed a great public service under 

extraordinary circumstances. 

VIII. THE EAST ANCHORAGE CHALLENGES - Senate District K 

A. Article VI Section 6 

Plaintiffs argue that Senate District K violates the mandate in Article VI section 6 

that senate districts be composed "as near as practicable of two contiguous house 

districts." Plaintiffs allege that in pairing South Muldoon and Eagle River Valley, which 

are two districts one cannot travel between without leaving the Senate district and are 

separated by a mountain range, the district is not contiguous "as nearly as practicable." 

276 In Re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 2002 WL 34119573, at *20-21 (February 1, 2002). 
277 Alaska Const. art VI,§ 10. 
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1. Law 

Article VI section 6 provides, relative to Senate Districts, that, "[e]ach senate district 

shall be composed as near as practicable of two contiguous house districts. 

Consideration may be given to local government boundaries. Drainage and other 

geographic features shall be used in describing boundaries wherever possible."278 The 

constitutional framers intended Senate districts to use geographic criterion rather than the 

socio-economic integration requirements set forth in Article VI, Section 6.279 However, 

Senate districts must still be compact and contiguous.280 

The Alaska Supreme Court has defined a "contiguous territory" as one which is 

bordering or touching.281 The Court determined that "[a] district may be defined as 

contiguous if every part of the district is reachable form every other part without crossing 

the district boundary (i.e., the district is not divided into two or more discrete pieces)."282 

The Superior Court in In re 2001 Redistricting Cases considered a request to 

define contiguity to include the requirement that residents be able to cross the district 

using the existing transportation systems without leaving the district.283 The court declined 

to adopt this definition, explaining that Alaska law does not support such a limited 

definition of contiguity, and emphasized that contiguity is a visual concept that assures 

only that no district contains discrete or unconnected parts.284 To be sure, Black's law 

Dictionary defines "contiguous" as "touching at a point or along a boundary."285 Likewise, 

Merriam-Webster defines "contiguous" as "being in actual contact, touching along a 

boundary or at a point."286 

278 Alaska Const. art. VI § 6. 
279 Kenai Peninsula Borough v. State, 743 P.2d 1352, 1365 (Alaska 1987). 
28° Kenai was decided prior to the 1998 Amendments which re-wrote section 6. However, the Supreme 
Court has not overruled the interpretation of"contiguous" in Kenai incorporating a measure of compactness. 
281 Hickel v. Southeast Conference, 846 P.2d 38, 45 (Alaska 1992). 
282 Id. (quoting Grofman, Criteria for Districting: A Social Science Perspective, 33 UCLA L.Rev. 77, 84 
(1985)). 
283 In Re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 2002 WL 34119573, at *39 (Alaska Super. Feb. 1, 2002). 
284 Id. 
285 Contiguous, BLACK'S LAW DICTIONARY (11th ed. 2019). 
286 Contiguous, MERRIAM-WEBSTER, https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/contiguous (last visited 
Feb. 11, 2022). 
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2. Analysis 

East Anchorage Plaintiffs explain that Senate District K is, practically speaking, 

"divided into two or more discrete pieces."287 Plaintiffs lean on the law review article cited 

by the Hickel court in defining contiguity, which states that ''there may be a dispute about 

contiguity if the only route between two places in the district is via roads which do not lie 

entirely within the district."288 While this is not an unreasonable definition,289 the Alaska 

Superior Court disagreed that such a definition should be applied in In Re Redistricting 

Cases 2001, and the Supreme Court declined to disrupt that determination on review. 

Nonetheless, Plaintiffs argue that that Senate District K may be contiguous in the 

strictest interpretation of the word "contiguous," but is not "as contiguous as practicable," 

as required by Article VI Section 6. Plaintiffs also argue that Section 6 requires that 

"geographic features" and "drainage" be "used in describing boundaries wherever 

possible," but instead were ignored. Dr. Hensel did testify that the districts are separated 

by the Chugach mountain range, which is the principal impediment to traveling across 

Senate District K without leaving the district.29° Further, Plaintiffs assert that South 

Muldoon and Eagle River Valley are located in separate drainages, and are even 

separated by a drainage. 

However, the Board argues that it is unnecessary to go any further than ensuring 

that the house districts which are paired have boundaries that touch, particularly where 

both house districts exist within the Municipality of Anchorage.291 Thus, the Board argues 

that two house districts that have boundaries which are physically touching and reside in 

the same borough are contiguous by law, and there is no need to discern whether pairing 

287 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 45 (Alaska 1992) (quoting Grofman, Criteria for Districting: A Social Science 
Perspective, 33 UCLA L.Rev. 77, 84 (1985)). 
288 Grofman, Criteria for Districting: A Social Science Perspective, 33 UCLA L.Rev. 77, 84 n. 37 (1985). 
289 Elsewhere in this Opinion, the Court addresses a similar argument raised by Mat-Su and Valdez in the 
context of house districts. See infra. There, the Court rejected the argument that House District 29 was not 
contiguous because a driver leaving Valdez would need to travel through District 36 to get to the Mat-Su 
Borough. 
290 Affidavit of Chase Hensel, Ph.D. 1124. 
291 Anchorage, which includes both East Anchorage and Eagle River, is socio-economically integrated by 
law. In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d 141,145 (Alaska 2002). 
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those two house districts was done "as nearly as practicably," because the house districts 

are, in fact, legally contiguous. 

While it is apparent that Senate district K contains two house districts that are 

practically separated, the boundaries are in fact physically touching. No more is required. 

Moreover, the fact that South Muldoon and Eagle River are located in different drainages 

does not mean the districts are not contiguous. In context, the reference to "drainage and 

other geographic features" is not a constitutional limitation on contiguity. Instead, the plain 

language of section six indicates such geographic features shall be used where possible 

in describing boundaries. 292 

B. Article VI Section 10 - East Anchorage 

Plaintiffs allege that the Board did not properly or timely present a proposed plan 

that included Senate pairings. Further, Plaintiffs contend that the Board never held 

hearings regarding any adopted senate pairings and underwent deliberations about 

Senate pairings in Executive Session away from the public view, immediately before 

voting to adopt new senate pairings that had not been presented to the public. East 

Anchorage argues that this reflects a "deliberate effort to postpone consideration of 

Senate pairings until after it decided on the contours of its finalized house districts."293 As 

such, Plaintiffs ask this Court to void the Senate pairings that were adopted 

unconstitutionally and remand to the Board to adopt Senate pairings with a procedure 

that conforms with the Constitution. 

East Anchorage alleges a violation of Article VI Section 10 of the Alaska 

Constitution. Section 1 O provides that: 

Within thirty days after the official reporting of the decennial census of the 
United States or thirty days after being duly appointed, whichever occurs 
last, the board shall adopt one or more proposed redistricting plans. The 
board shall hold public hearings on the proposed plan, or, if no single 
proposed plan is agreed on, on all plans proposed by the board. No later 
than ninety days after the board has been appointed and the official 

292 Article VI,§ 6 (emphasis added.) 
203 East Anchorage's Pretrial Brief at 12. 
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reporting of the decennial census of the United States, the board shall adopt 
a final redistricting plan and issue a proclamation of redistricting. The final 
plan shall set out boundaries of house and senate districts and shall be 
effective for the election of members of the legislature until after the official 
reporting of the next decennial census of the United States.294 

The In Re 2001 Redistricting Cases included a challenge under section 10 wherein 

Plaintiffs argued that the Board accepted late filed plans, failed to hold public hearings on 

those plans, and ultimately adopted one such late-filed plan, violating Article VI section 

10 of the Alaska constitution.295 The trial court determined that Article VI, Section 10 only 

requires that public hearings be held on the plan or plans adopted by the Board within the 

constitution's thirty day deadline.296 The Board is under a very expedited constitutional 

timeline. Thus, the court reasoned that if the Board were required to continually hold 

public hearings on any significant modification it made in response to public comment, it 

may discourage the Board from making necessary modifications in response to public 

comment on the original plans. There may also be unnecessary deliberation over 

whether a modification was significant such that the Board was required to hold additional 

public hearings. However, the court also commented that the 2001 redistricting challenge 

to Article VI Section 10 did not contemplate a situation where the Board adopted a new 

plan radically different from the proposed plans, which itself was never subjected to public 

hearings.297 On review, the Alaska Supreme Court found that such a Due Process 

challenge held no merit, and did not comment on the issue further. 298 

In this case, the Board did an exceptional job allowing for public comment in 

general. Throughout the process, the Board very regularly took public testimony, 

particularly regarding the house districts. The Board members even held off on a vote on 

proposed plans v.1 and v.2 in order to receive a final round of public comment first.299 

294 Alaska Const. art. VI§ 10(a). 
295 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, No. 3AN-01-8914CI, 2002 WL 34119573, at *23-24 (Alaska Super. Feb. 
1, 2002). 
296 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, No. 3AN-01-8914CI, 2002 WL 34119573, at *23 (Alaska Super. Feb. 1, 
2002) (Trial Order). 
297 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, No. 3AN-01-8914CI, 2002 WL 34119573, at *24 n. 40 (Alaska Super. 
Feb. 1, 2002) (Trial Order). 
296 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d 141, 147 (Alaska 2002) ("We hold that plaintiffs' due process 
challenges to the board's development of the Proclamation plan have no merit."). 
2s9 Board Meeting Transcript 166:5-25, 167:1-17 (Sept. 9, 2021). 
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From September 27, 2021, through November 1, 2021, the Board traveled around Alaska 

on a "Public Hearing Tour" which the Board dubbed "The Roadshow" and visited 23 

different locations around Alaska. It also held at least two "Statewide Dial-in" hearings to 

allow citizens to testify remotely.30° Further, public testimony was taken at almost every 

hearing where substantive issues about house maps were considered and deliberated. 

It does appear, however, that meaningful public testimony regarding Senate 

pairings was only taken once, on November 8, 2021.301 The Court acknowledges that 

Senate pairings would have been difficult to comment on meaningfully with respect to the 

proposed maps. While the third-party proposed maps did include Senate districts, it is 

difficult for the Court to evaluate the ability for the public to truly comment on Senate 

pairings before the final house map was adopted, and none of the Board's own maps 

proposed senate pairings. 

The conflict here is twofold. Initially, there is a question as to whether the Board's 

choice not to include Senate pairings in the plans adopted by the constitutional deadline 

violated Section 10. Second, the Court considers whether the Board's failure to hold 

hearings on the Senate pairings it proposed on the finalized house districts, namely on 

Member Marcum's proposed Senate Pairings, violated the constitutional requirement that 

the Board hold hearings on all proposed plan(s). 

1. Strict Statutory Construction Favors Interpreting "proposed 
redistricting plans" to Include Both House and Senate Pairings 

First, the Court considers the strict textual interpretation of Article VI, Section 10. 

When considering a question of constitutional law, the Court first consults the Alaska 

Constitution's plaint text "as clarified through its drafting history."302 However, 

constitutional provisions are not to be interpreted in a vacuum, and any section of the 

Constitution must be considered in context.303 Terms and phrases chosen by the framers 

300 ARB 4416-4417, Alaska Redistricting Board Public Hearing Tour. 
301 Board Meeting Minutes at 1-4 (Nov. 8, 2021). 

302 Forrer v. State, 471 P.3d 569, 585 {Alaska 2020), reh'g denied {Feb. 5, 2021) {citing Wielechowski v. 
State, 403 P.3d 1141, 1146 {Alaska 2017); Hickel v. Cowper, 874 P.2d 922, 926 (Alaska 1994)). 
303 Forrer, 471 P.3d at 585-86. 

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan; 3AN-21-08869CI 
FFCL and Order 

Page 44 of 171 



EXC.SGY-000826

are given their ordinary meaning as they were understood at the time, and usage of those 

terms is presumed to be consistent throughout.304 The Court should not add "missing 

terms" to a constitutional provision or "interpret existing constitutional language more 

broadly than intended by ... the voters."305 

Article VI, Section 10 does not specifically describe what is to be included in a 

proposed redistricting plan. The Board understood this section to be "silent" on the issue 

and thus decided they had discretion to determine whether to include Senate pairings in 

the plans proposed by the Constitutional deadline.306 However, as explained below, the 

Court disagrees and concludes that Article VI, Section 10 requires the Board to include 

Senate pairings in its proposed plans. 

In addition to the plain text, the Court interprets a proposed redistricting plan in the 

context of the rest of the provision. While there exists no specific description of what a 

proposed redistricting plan entails, Section 10 does specify that a final plan is to "set out 

boundaries of house and senate districts." The Court interprets a "proposed plan" in the 

context of the description of a final plan. A proposed plan is thus a proposed final plan, 

and should likewise include both House and Senate districts. Nothing in the language of 

the texts suggests there should be any difference in the component parts of the plan. 

Further, the final plan is to be "effective for the election of members of the 

legislature." Thus, redistricting has direct implications on both chambers of the legislature. 

It would be inconsistent with the definition of a final redistricting plan to hold that a 

proposed plan need only include proposals that implicate one chamber of Congress. The 

Court does recognize that, practically speaking, drawing house districts is a more time 

intensive and laborious task than selecting Senate pairings. Further, senate pairings are 

applied to existing house districts, and thus senate pairings could not realistically precede 

the creation of house districts. However, despite the practical realities, it is illogical to 

presume that one chamber would take precedence over the other. While Section 1 0 does 

304 /d. 
305 Wielechowski v. State, 403 P.3d 1141, 1152 (Alaska 2017). 
306 Board Meeting Transcript 162:4-10 (Sept. 9, 2021). Given the lack of court direction on the matter, the 
Court does not agree with Plaintiff's allegation that this reflects bad faith or a deliberate effort to delay 
consideration until the very end of the process. 

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan; 3AN-21-08869CI 
FFCL and Order 

Page 45 of 171 



EXC.SGY-000827

not specify that senate pairings must be included, it likewise does not specify that house 

pairings must be. The Court cannot interpret Section 10 to select a single chamber of the 

legislature to be included in the proposed redistricting plan. Once the final redistricting 

plan is effective, it implicates both the house and senate equally, and both must therefore 

be equally included in Section 10. 

Also mandated by Section 10 are public hearings on the proposed plan. The Court 

does recognize that in this case, senate pairings were included in the third-party plans 

which were brought on the Public Hearings Tour. Yet, in the event that the Board chose 

not to adopt third-party plans, which it is not required to do, no Senate pairings would 

have been presented to the public during the public hearings process at all. It would 

frustrate the clear intent of Section 1 O's public hearings clause to interpret proposed plans 

in a way that would allow the Board to avoid holding public hearings on proposals for one 

of the two chambers of the legislature. 

The Court understands that the proposed plan is, practically speaking, a draft. 

Public hearings in response to the draft are intended to allow for comment from which 

changes are expected to flow. However, there is a difference between a proposed plan 

with room for improvement and a partial or incomplete proposed plan. Where a final plan 

must include districts for both the House and Senate, a proposed plan that omits senate 

pairings is a partial plan that leaves out half of the legislature. That differs from a proposed 

plan that contains Senate pairings which are later altered in response to public comment. 

Moreover, the Court is troubled by the notion that the proposed plan is simply to 

be completed in order to comply with the constitutional deadline, with the "real work" to 

be done after that point. The Court is deeply sympathetic to the highly expedited timeline 

imposed on the Redistricting Board. However, Constitutional mandates must be 

observed. Section 10 describes a singular "proposed plan." Multiple proposed plans are 

not the rule, but the consequence "if no single proposed plan is agreed on." While there 

is no defined constitutional limit as to how substantially a proposed plan may change once 

it is adopted as a proposal, it should be the intent of the Board to adopt a proposed plan 

which all members can agree on as a strong plan for the public to offer comments on. 
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Thus, any proposed plan should be as complete as is practicable, and accordingly should 

include proposals as to both chambers of the legislature. 

Further, the Court is skeptical of the Board's argument that adoption of third-party 

plans can satisfy the constitutionally mandated process, particularly where the Board 

relies on third-party Senate proposals in responding to Plaintiffs' claims. Section 1 O also 

specifies that proposed plans are plans "proposed by the Board." Technically, third-party 

plans were proposed by third parties and then adopted by the Board on motion. There is 

no indication that adopting third-party plans is improper, and they may be valuable to both 

the Board and the public. However, third-party plans should be supplemental, and should 

not provide the pillar upon which the Board rests its adherence to Constitutional 

mandates. 

2. Senate Pairings Must be Included as Plans Proposed by the 
Constitutional Deadline 

The plans adopted by the constitutional deadline, September 11, 2021, did not 

include any senate pairings. 307 Of the plans adopted as "proposed plans" for the public 

tour, all third-party plans, including AFFER,308 AFFR,309 Doyon, TCC, FNA, Sealaska, 

Ahtna,310 and the Senate Minority Caucus311 included proposed senate pairings along 

with proposed house districts. V.3312 and V.4313 as adopted did not include senate 

pairings. 

Some of the third-party plans, adopted six days after the constitutional deadline, 

did include senate pairings. Further, the public had an opportunity to comment on all of 

the proposed plans during the Public Hearing Tour. Whether the Board was required 

under the Constitution to adopt senate pairings in addition to house pairings in the 

proposed plans appears to be an issue of first impression. 

ao1 ARB 10708-10821. 
308 ARB 1232-1293. 
309 ARB 1294-1340. 
310 ARB 1435-1481. 
311 ARB 1482-1528. 
312 ARB 1341-1387. 
313 ARB 1388-1434. 

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan; 3AN-21-08869CI 
FFCL and Order 

Page 47 of 171 



EXC.SGY-000829

In the Court's view, the Board's insistence that the third-party plans adopted after 

the deadline satisfy its obligation to provide for public hearings on the board's proposed 

plans is essentially an argument that "good enough" should satisfy the Constitution. But, 

none of the plans proposed and adopted by the board before the constitutional deadline 

contained any proposed senate pairings. And words have meaning. If the framers of the 

Constitution had intended 36 days to be good enough, then they would have said 36 days 

rather than 30 days. 

This Court recognizes the public had an opportunity to comment on some third

party Senate pairings through the process, although none were proposed by the Board. 

The Senate pairing process is substantially more straightforward than the House map

drawing process. 

On the other hand, the thirty-day deadline is intended to require the Board to 

receive and consider public comment in creating the full redistricting plan. To allow the 

Board to wait until the very end of the process to start senate pairings inevitably leads to 

the situation presented here - where the Board simply does not offer its proposed pairings 

for public comment. To the extent that the Board argues that Senate pairing proposals 

existed in the third-party maps, those maps were adopted after the constitutional 

deadline, did not necessarily have the same house districts, and did not provide the 

proposed pairings that East Anchorage challenges.314 

Some Plaintiffs have argued the constitutional language means the public is 

guaranteed a full 60-day comment period. There is some support for this view in the 

legislative history. To be sure, the limited legislative history available shows that the 

primary concern was that proposals be available for public comment on the tour. In 

developing the Amended section 1 O in 1998, Mr. Sourant, Legislative Assistant to 

314 There is some indication that the AF FER proposal contained Senate pairings that paired South Muldoon 
with Eagle River. On review, the AFFER proposal does contain a House district, District 20, which is similar 
to the Board's District 20 which represents South Muldoon. However, the district it is paired with, District 
19, has two distinct differences, First, it does not contain the vast majority of the most densely populated 
portion of Eagle River, as the other Eagle River House District carves this section. Second, District 19 
contains a large portion of North Muldoon. Practically speaking, the AFFER senate proposal does not sever 
the South Muldoon and pair it with Eagle River in the same way the Board's proposal does. See ARB 38, 
39, 1236, 1250. 
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Representative Brian Porter, one of the sponsors of the bill, "explained that when the 

census data is released, the board will have 30 days to come up with a proposed plan, if 

they can all agree on one. If they can't agree on one plan, they can have alternative plans. 

Then, over the next 60 days after the first 30 days, there are public hearings around the 

state; and that is when the reapportionment board, by the end of that 60-day period, 

should agree upon its reapportionment plan and proclamation."315 There was no 

significant discussion about the nuances of time for public comment, but rather that the 

public hearings are key to the process. 

While there was a short period of time in this case between the thirty-day deadline 

(September 9) and the date when the Board adopted the maps that actually went on the 

tour (September 17), there were no Senate pairings included in any of the Board's 

versions. If the Board's v.4, which was ultimately adopted (with some revisions), had 

contained senate pairing proposals, there could be a different conclusion as to whether 

the opportunity for public comment complied with Article 10. However, the failure to 

include any Senate pairings in the initial proposed maps led to a complete breakdown in 

the process for senate pairings when none were proposed for public consideration. This 

breakdown, coupled with Board's decision to wait until November 8 to consider senate 

pairings, seems to have aided the ability to effectively spring the adoption of the 

Anchorage senate pairings not only on the public, but on certain members of the Board. 

Because senate pairings must be offered in the "proposed plans" adopted within 

the constitutional deadline, the Board did not meet the requirements of Article VI, Section 

10. 

3. Failure to Hold Hearings on Proposed Senate Districts 

East Anchorage also complains that the Board failed to hold public hearings on 

their senate pairings. In response, the Board argues the public did comment on possible 

senate pairings. 

315 Minutes, H. Judiciary Comm. Hearing on H.J.R. 44, 20th Leg., 2d Sess., Tape 98-11 Side A No. 0491 
(Feb. 6, 1998) (statement of Jim Sourant, Legislative Assistant to Rep. Brian Porter). 
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Article VI Section 10 contemplates that the public is to be afforded a meaningful 

opportunity to comment on proposed plans. It is also clear that the Board is to make a 

concrete proposal for the public to comment on. Though the Board is certainly not 

required to continue to hold meetings on every single revision, in this case, there was no 

revision process evident in the Board's decision-making relative to the Senate. There 

was also no clarity as to which Senate pairings were actually contemplated. Nothing 

concrete was ever proposed to the public for its consideration. 

The Board took public testimony on November 8 before actually proposing any 

senate pairings.316 After receiving testimony, the Member Bahnke proposed Senate 

pairings, 317 and Member Marcum discussed several maps she drafted of senate 

pairings.318 Once Chairman Binkley determined that there was a majority, it was unclear, 

even to the Board members, which pairings had majority support. Board member 

Borromeo expressed confusion about the multiple maps that Member Marcum had 

discussed and uncertainty as to which map had majority support.319 It seems apparent 

to the Court that the majority was not on a particular set of Anchorage Senate pairings, 

but on the one consistency among Board Member Marcum's proposed maps - splitting 

Eagle River and pairing North Eagle River with JBER. 

Thus, there was no opportunity for the public to comment on the Senate pairings 

that were actually proposed by the members of the Board. There was no evolution or 

revision of Senate pairings that lacked additional public comment. The public had no 

meaningful chance to comment on the Senate pairings proposed by any board member, 

and there is even a lack of clarity as to which Senate pairings were actually proposed 

before the final pairs were adopted. 

The Board's choice not to hold public hearings on Senate pairings it actually 

proposed on the final house map, and the subsequent choice to effectively rush those 

proposals to a majority vote, frustrates the basic tenants of Section 10. As discussed 

316 Board Meeting Minutes at 1 (Nov. 8-10, 2021), ARB 210. 
317 Board Meeting Transcript 164:20-173:9 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
318 Board Meeting Transcript 173:10-202:4 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
319 Board Meeting Transcript 202:10-205:4 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
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above, it would be absurd to conclude that the Board is not required to propose senate 

pairings by the deadline, leading to the possibility that it never proposes any, and then 

forces the pairings through at the last minute, as seems to have happened here. Yet, the 

Court acknowledges the tension between the need to have a meaningful opportunity to 

provide public comment, and the Board's need to complete the precursor house map. 

Without a nearly final house-map, it is understandably difficult for the Board to develop 

meaningful Senate pairings. But that practical tension does not absolve the board of its 

responsibility. Other than the Board's own timetable, there is no reason why the House 

map could not have been finalized two weeks before the deadline in order to allow 

meaningful time for public hearings on possible Senate pairings. It is not the Court's role 

to impose different deadlines. The deadlines are set by the Constitution. But, a meaningful 

process for public comment on the Senate pairings after the House map is finalized is 

required. Both the timeline and the policy enshrined in Section 10, that the Board have 

proposals to offer the public for comment, are frustrated where the Board, as it did here, 

is able to hide behind third-party senate proposals. Instead, it should be clear with the 

public about what pairings it is actually considering at the most meaningful point in the 

senate pairings process. 

Consistent with this Court's conclusion that Board Members must make good-faith 

attempts to incorporate public testimony into the Board's final plan, the Board fell short of 

this requirement with regard to the Senate pairings. Considering the testimony that was 

submitted by the public that referenced Eagle River or East Anchorage being combined, 

both in reference to house and senate districts, the vast majority of both East Anchorage 

and Eagle River residents were strongly against splitting either region and combining one 

with the other.320 While each Board member is an Alaskan with knowledge about the State 

and its regions in their own right, that fact does not give the Board the discretion to make 

320 See e.g., September 7-9, 2021 Board Meeting Minutes, ARB000167-ARB00170; November 5, 2021 
Board Meeting Minutes, ARB000202-205, 207; November 8, 2021 Board Meeting Minutes, AR8000211-
ARB000212; November 4, 2021 letter from Anchorage Assembly Leadership, East Anchorage Plaintiffs ex. 
6002; ARB 003202-ARB003203, ARB 1802-1803, 1808, 1817, 1819-1820, 1826-27, 1830-31, 1836, 1840-
41, 1849-50, 1855, 1863, 1870, 1872, 1875-76, 1901, 1908-09, 1919, 1923, 1929, 1934-35, 1938, 1941, 
1944, 1948, 1950-51, 1954-56, 1965-66, 1971-76, 1980, 1985, 1994-96, 1998, 2013-14, 2021-22, 2045, 
2083,2095-98,2101,2132,2134,2149,2151,2153-54,2156,2162,2165,2169-70,2177,2181-83,2187, 
2194,2203,2220,2227,2235-36,2239. 
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decisions based on personal preference when that preference is directly contrary to the 

overwhelming majority of public testimony. The Board offered no reasons as to why it 

acted against public opinion, beyond personal feelings and preferences. Again, the Board 

must make a good-faith effort to incorporate the clear weight of public testimony. That 

was not done when the time finally came to address senate pairings. 

The Court acknowledges there are situations, even among other Plaintiffs in these 

consolidated 2021 cases, where the Board was forced to make a decision contrary to the 

public testimony, and that decision is upheld. However, the Court also considers whether, 

in the face of public testimony, the Board has taken a "hard look" and made a good faith 

effort to incorporate public testimony into its decisions. 321 

Here, it was entirely possible for the Board to incorporate public testimony; 

however, it chose to ignore that testimony in favor of a strong personal preference by one 

board member. In fact, Member Bahnke presented a Senate map that adhered to the will 

expressed by the public, and her map was practically brushed aside for the proposed 

maps that did not.322 This process did not comply with the requirement that the Board 

take a "hard look" at the issue in light of nearly universal public opinion from both Eagle 

River residents and East Anchorage residents insisting that Eagle River and East 

Anchorage be kept together in their own respective senate districts. It was clearly 

possible, and a minimal burden on the Board to do so. 

Therefore, the Court concludes that the Board's Anchorage Senate pairings do not 

comply with the requirements of Article VI, Section 10. 

321 As discussed elsewhere, this situation is in contrast to Valdez, where the Board made a good faith effort 
to district Valdez in accordance with public testimony, but the realities of mapping made the public's wishes 
difficult to honor without sacrificing other areas of Alaska to an arguably greater extent. 
322 Board Meeting Transcript 164:20-173:1, 202:5-205:21 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
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C. Equal Protection 

1. Alaska's Equal Protection Law 

East Anchorage Plaintiffs bring an Equal Protection claim under the Alaska 

Constitution. "In the context of voting rights in redistricting and reapportionment litigation, 

there are two basic principles of equal protection."323 These principles are that of "one 

person, one vote -the right to an equally weighted vote -and of fair and effective 

representation - the right to group effectiveness or an equally powerful vote."324 The 

former is quantitative, or purely numerical, in nature; the latter is qualitative.325 

Alaska's equal protection analysis is a balancing test,326 which requires the Court 

to consider the weight of the interest impaired, which guides the determination of the 

standard of review, 327 and the purpose served by the act that is alleged to violate the 

Equal Protection clause.328 The Supreme Court in Kenai has concluded that the right to 

an equally powerful and geographically effective vote in the state legislature represents 

a significant constitutional interest, though not a fundamental right.329 

Alaska employs a sliding scale approach in determining the level of scrutiny to be 

applied.330 This scale ranges from a relaxed level of scrutiny to strict scrutiny.331 "Based 

on the nature of the right, a greater or lesser burden will be placed on the state to show 

that the classification has a fair and substantial relation to a legitimate governmental 

objective. Where fundamental rights or suspect categories are involved, the results of 

this test will be essentially the same as requiring a 'compelling state interest'; but, by 

323 Kenai Peninsula Borough v. State, 743 P.2d 1352, 1366 (Alaska 1987). 
324 Id. at 1365 (citing Davis v. Bandemer, 478 U.S. 109, 166-167, 106 S.Ct 2797, 2828, 92 L.Ed.2d 85, 
127-28 (1986) (Powell, J., dissenting)). 
325 Hickel v. Southeast Conference, 846 P.2d 38, 49 (Alaska 1992) (citing Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 
P.2d at 1366-67). 
326 Kenai Peninsula Borough v. State, 743 P.2d 1352, 1370 (Alaska 1987). 
327 Id. 1371. 
32s Id. 
329 Id. 1371-72. 
330 State V. Ostrosky, 667 P.2d 1184, 1192 (Alaska 1983) 
aa1 Id. 
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avoiding outright categorization of fundamental and nonfundamental rights, a more 

flexible, less result-oriented analysis may be made."332 

In evaluating state equal protection claims where the interest in an equally 

powerful vote is involved, the Alaska Supreme Court in Kenai determined that the 

relevant inquiry is whether "the Board intentionally sought to dilute the voting power of 

Anchorage voters disproportionately."333 If the Court determines that the Board created 

the challenged districts with discriminatory intent, the Board's "purpose in redistricting 

will be held illegitimate unless that redistricting effects a greater proportionality of 

representation."334 

The Court employs a neutral factors test to assess the legitimacy of the Board's 

purpose in creating a Senate district.335 The Board's purpose would be illegitimate if it 

diluted the power of certain voters "systematically by reducing their senate representation 

below their relative strength in the state's population."336 In making this assessment, the 

Court looks to the Board's process in making its decision as well as the substance of the 

decision.337 The Court will find suggestive of illegitimate purpose any secretive 

procedures employed by the Board, evidence of regional partisanship, and the existence 

of district boundaries which "meander and selectively ignore political subdivisions and 

communities of interest."338 

Upon a finding of discriminatory intent, the Board's purpose is to be held 

illegitimate if the Board cannot show that any intentional discrimination leads to "a greater 

proportionality of representation. "339 In the event that the Court finds the Board's purpose 

to be illegitimate, it becomes unnecessary to evaluate whether a substantial relationship 

exists between the Board's means and ends.340 

332 Id. at 1193 (citing State v. Erickson, 574 P.2d 1, 11-12 (Alaska 1978)). 
333 Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1372. 
334 Id. 
335 Id. 
336 Id. 
337 Id. 
33B Id. 
339 Id. 
340 Id. at 1373 n. 40. ("[S]ince intentional geographic discrimination in reapportionment is justifiable only if 
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The Court does not "consider any effect of disproportionality de minimus when 

determining the legitimacy of the Board's purpose."341 However, the Court may consider 

whether the degree of disproportionality is de minimus in determining relief.342 

Plaintiffs in Kenai challenged the Board's decision to create Senate District E, 

which was explicitly crafted in order to prevent the creation of another Anchorage Senate 

seat.343 The Court did not assess the Board's process as the Board's intent was 

discriminatory on its face in outright designing Senate seat E in order to prevent an 

additional Anchorage senate seat in the legislature.344 

2. Analysis 

The East Anchorage Plaintiffs argue the choice to split Eagle River and pair one 

Eagle River House district with Muldoon dilutes the voting power of the Muldoon voters 

and violates Alaska's Equal Protection Clause. 

The interest impaired, like in Kenai, is the interest of voters in South Muldoon to 

have their votes protected from disproportionate dilution by the votes of Eagle River 

residents. This is a significant constitutional interest that, under Kenai, requires the Board 

to determine whether the Board intentionally discriminated with legitimate purpose.345 

a) The Board's Purpose (Intent) 

The Court now looks to the Board's purported purpose in pairing House District 21 

(South Muldoon) with House District 22 (Eagle River Valley) to create Senate District K, 

and House District 23 (JBER) with House District 24 (North Eagle River/Chugiak) to 

create Senate District L. The East Anchorage Plaintiffs presented credible expert 

testimony from Dr. Chase Hensel, a respected local anthropologist. According to Dr. 

greater proportionality in geographic representation in the legislature will result therefrom, proof of a 
legitimate purpose will normally be synonymous with proof of a substantial relationship between the Board's 
means and ends .... [t]he last two parts of the test therefore merge."). 
341 Id. 
342 Id. at 1373. 
343 Kenai Peninsula Borough v. State, 743 P.2d 1352, 1357, 1372 (Alaska 1987). 
344 Id. at 1372. 
345 Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1371-72. 
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Hensel the Muldoon community, comprised of House Districts 20 and 21, is a "community 

of interest". 346 Further, Eagle River, comprised of House Districts 22 and 24, is its own 

community of interest.347 In crafting Senate Districts, the Board does not need to consider 

socio-economic integration, but it must still create Senate districts that are compact and 

contiguous.348 Generally, this legal requirement was articulated to the Board by counsel 

to mean they must be made up of two house districts that are physically touching. To be 

sure, the boundaries of House District 21 349 and House District 22350 are touching, but 

this itself does not mean that the Board did not create these districts with illegitimate 

purpose. 

In determining whether the Board crafted the challenged senate seats with 

illegitimate purpose, the Court looks to whether there were secret procedures in the 

contemplation and adoption of these senate districts, whether there is evidence of 

partisanship, and whether the adopted senate boundaries selectively ignore political 

subdivisions and communities of interest.351 

On September 9, 2021, the Board's counsel, Mr. Singer, was asked whether the 

Board's proposed plan was required to include Senate districts. Mr. Singer responded 

that the Constitution is "silent" on that issue, and advised the Board that it had discretion 

as to the timing. 352 Regarding the legal requirement for Senate pairings, Mr. Singer 

advised that Senate districts are to be made up of House districts that are contiguous,353 

and that Senators should "be able to walk across their districts."354 Additionally, Singer 

noted that "Certainly you're going to hear from the public, and that - and that public input 

may be helpful to the board as it thinks about Senate pairings." Eric Sandberg recalled 

that in the last cycle, senate pairings were not made in the draft plans, but were made in 

346 Affidavit of Dr. Chase Hensel, Ph.D. at 181[ 73. 
347 Affidavit of Dr. Chase Hensel, Ph.D. at 18 ,r 73. 
348 Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1365. 
349 2021 Board Proclamation Anchorage (ARB 13). 
350 2021 Board Proclamation District 23-L (ARB 41 ). 
351 Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1365 n. 21. 
352 Board Meeting Transcript 162:4-10 (Sept. 9, 2021). 
353 Board Meeting Transcript 164:2-12 (Sept. 9, 2021). 
354 Board Meeting Transcript 164:11-12 (Sept. 9, 2021) 

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan; 3AN-21-08869CI 
FFCL and Order 

Page 56 of 171 



EXC.SGY-000838

the final plan. Binkley noted that it would be instructive to review the third-party plans that 

will be presented on September 17, 2021. 11355 

Marcum testified that the Board members "would not have access to political data, 

that we would not have it on our computers, that we would not access it."356 However, on 

November 7, 2021 at 6:47pm, the night before the scheduled Board meeting regarding 

senate pairings, Mr. Ruedrich emailed the Board at its designated email address as well 

as directly to Members Marcum and Simpson separately, incumbent information for each 

of the house districts.357 

At the November 8, 2021 Board meeting, Board Staff member Juli Lucky informed 

the Board and Mr. Ruedrich that the incumbent information had been redacted from the 

email correspondence before its presentation to the Board and public. When asked about 

her receipt of the email, Marcum responded that she did not recall receiving the document 

on the night it was purportedly emailed but that it could have been provided to Board 

members in a compilation or at a later date.358 Member Marcum testified that while she 

had access to incumbent information provided to the Board by Ruedrich, she "didn't 

bother looking at the incumbent information," and explained that such information was 

"irrelevant to the process that we were tasked with, and it just muddied the waters ... "359 

When the unredacted incumbent information document was presented to Marcum 

in her deposition, she claimed she did not know what the information on the document 

proposed and that she could "honestly say this is the first time that I have looked at any 

of the names that are on [the] document."360 However, Marcum also admitted that she 

went to her computer to pull up the unredacted version of the incumbent information when 

speaking with member Simpson. When asked why she pulled up that version when 

Simpson was holding the redacted version, as opposed to just looking over Simpson's 

shoulder at that redacted version, Marcum responded, in part that she looked at it 

355 September 7-9, 2021 Board Meeting Tr., ARB009985-ARB009988. 
356 Marcum Depo., p. 198, lines 1-21. 
357 Ruedrich Depa., p. 14:19-15:10; November 7, 2021 email correspondence from Ruedrich to Board, Ex. 
6005. 
358 Marcum Depa., Ex. 11; Marcum Depa., p. 202, lines 7-25. 
359 Marcum Depa., Ex. 11; Marcum Depa., p. 200, lines 11-14. 
360 Marcum Depo., p. 206, lines 21-25; p. 207-211. 
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electronically because that is "her preferred way of reading."361 In depositions, Marcum 

further confirmed she reviewed the unredacted materials sent by Rued rich containing the 

incumbent information on November 8, 2021, during her conversation with Simpson 

during the senate pairing deliberations.362 

On November 9, 2021, following public testimony on Senate pairings, Member 

Marcum presented her proposals for senate pairings after the Board took public 

testimony.363 She noted, "And I will say that I started with one premise that I think is one 

of the most important premises that we have ignored throughout this process .... And 

that is the very natural both physical, as well as socioeconomic connection between JBER 

and Eagle River .... So that is the one thing that's common in all four of these maps."364 

In making this pairing, Board Member Marcum insisted that she began with what she 

defines as a "natural connection" between Eagle River and JBER.365 Board Member 

Marcum, when asked by Board Member Bahnke about why she did not pair the two Eagle 

River House districts with each other, responded that "Eagle River has its own two 

separate House districts. This actually gives Eagle River the opportunity to have more 

representation, so they're certainly not going to be disenfranchised by this process."366 

Member Bahnke responded by asking, "So you're saying that by splitting Eagle River, 

they would have more representation?"367 

Member Marcum continually insisted that she believed Eagle River has "the most 

direct socioeconomic ties with the military base of JBER."368 In response, Member 

Borromeo stated that while those in Eagle River may frequent areas of East Anchorage, 

East Anchorage residents do not necessarily frequent Eagle River.369 Following a 

351 Marcum Depo., p. 217, lines 1-5. 
362 Marcum Depo. at 215:6-217:5. 
363 See generally Board Meeting Transcript 174:1-206:23 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
364 November 8, 2021 Board Meeting Tr., p. 174, ARB006670. 
365 Board Meeting Transcript 174:4-25, 175:1-6 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
366 Board Meeting Transcript 175:16-25, 176:1-10 (Nov. 8, 2021) (emphasis added). 
367 Board Meeting Transcript 176:13-15 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
368 Board Meeting Transcript 176:24-25, 177:1 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
369 Board Meeting Transcript 189:15-22 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
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suggestion by Board Member Marcum that there may be questions regarding a "race 

issue," Mr. Singer suggested such questions should be discussed in executive session.370 

Simpson then responded to criticism from Bahnke and Borromeo against 

Marcum's pairings and defended Marcum's pairings stating, "Bethany has articulated a 

number of reasonable, logical connections in support of the pairings she's suggesting. 

Certainly they're not the only ones, and they are things about which reasonable people 

could differ ... in the end we have to pick one or two or whatever and - make a decision. 

But I don't think it's right to say that there's no reasonable basis for those. There's 

reasons, and she's articulated them."371 At his deposition, Simpson confirmed his opinion 

of what is "reasonable" is defined at least in part as "having a reason".372 

In the midst of discussion, where several senate pairings that split Eagle River and 

split the Muldoon area were offered by Member Marcum, Chairman Binkley states, "So I 

get a sense that there's a majority of, not consensus for the plan that Bethany has brought 

forward. If that's the case, I think we should move on to the last one that we got, which is 

Fairbanks."373 Members Borromeo and Bahnke then expressed confusion as to which 

specific plan he was referring to that had a consensus, inquiring as to why the Board was 

moving on without a consensus on Anchorage. 374 Chairman Binkley expressed that he 

had "heard it articulated from three of the members," including the Chairman, that they 

thought Member Marcum's map was "most reasonable."375 The public was not given an 

opportunity to comment on these proposed pairings. 376 

Following other discussion regarding Fairbanks pairings and district numbering,377 

the Board entered an executive session for legal advice regarding the proposed Senate 

parings in Anchorage.378 The Board exited Executive Session and entered recess at 6:25 

370 Board Meeting Transcript 199:2-25, 200:1-25, 201:1 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
371 November 10 Board Meeting Tr. p. 201:4-18, ARB 6697. 
312 Simpson Depo., pp. 239:8-240:14. 
373 Board Meeting Transcript 202:5-9 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
374 Board Meeting Transcript 202:10-13, 204:7-9 (Nov. 9, 2021). 
375 Board Meeting Transcript 204:10-24 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
376 Board Meeting Minutes 1-6 (Nov. 8-10, 2021); ARB 210-215 
377 Board Meeting Transcript 206:3-214:14 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
378 Board Meeting Transcript 215:18-25, 216:1-13 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
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p.m., and explained that the Board would reenter Executive Session immediately the 

following morning at 9:00 a.m.379 

On November 9, 2021, the Board entered Executive Session at 9:00 a.m. without 

a motion being made during public session.380 Upon exiting executive session on 

November 9, 2021, Chairman Binkley began explaining that the Board was facing many 

legal issues, and Board Member Marcum appears to cut the Chairman off in requesting 

to speak. Member Marcum then immediately moves the Board to adopt specific Senate 

pairings: 

1 · · · · (Audio commenced at Time Stamp 1 :33:55) 
2· ···CHAIRMAN JOHN BINKLEY: Okay. We are going to come 
3· ·back into public session. We've been in Executive 
4· ·Session, kind of an extended one. A lot of legal issues 
5· ·to go through as we kind of close in on finalization for 
6· ·the Senate pairings that we've been working on this week 
7· ·and -- Yeah, Bethany? 
8· · · · BOARD MEMBER BETHANY MARCUM: Yeah, Mr. Chairman, 
9· ·I'd like to move that we accept the following Senate 
1 O· ·pairings for Anchorage. 

22· · · · BOARD MEMBER BETHANY MARCUM: I move we accept 
23· ·Senate pairings for Anchorage as follows: 9 -- District 
24· ·9 with District 10. District 11 with District 12. 
25· ·District 13 with District 14. District 15 with District 
1 · · 16. District 19 with District 20. Districts 23 with 
2· ·District 17. Districts 18 with District 24. And 
3· ·District 21 with District 22.381 

The motion passed on a 3-2 vote, with Members Borromeo and Bahnke voting 

no. 382 Board Member Borromeo then moved to reconsider the vote, stating in discussion 

on the motion that she strongly opposed pairing the South Muldoon house district and the 

Eagle River Valley district, stating she believed that those Senate pairings: 

Open[] the Board up to an unfortunate and very easily winnable argument 
to partisan gerrymandering. The record is before many litigants ... based 
on Member Marcum's own words yesterday that this gives Eagle River the 

379 Board Meeting Transcript 217:3-25, 218:1-12 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
380 Board Meeting Minutes at 6 (Nov. 8-10, 2021), ARB 215. 
381 Board Meeting Transcript 2:1-25, 3:1-3 (Nov. 9, 2021). 
382 Board Meeting Transcript 3:20-25, 4:1-10 (Nov. 9, 2021). 
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opportunity to - I quote - have more representation, so they're certainly not 
going to be disenfranchised by the process, unquote. I don't believe that 
any of the arguments that she put on the record, and more importantly, the 
sound - sound - legal advice that we got from counsel in Executive Session 
supports this pairing. It defies logic that we would do a minority reach into 
South Muldoon and pair it with a very right district eight miles away on a 
highway that crosses one mountain range and expect the court to believe 
with any satisfaction that we have satisfied public trust in the process. We 
have received mounds and mounds of testimony compared to a handful 
including Member Marcum's personal experience that Eagle River is very 
integrated with South Muldoon. The natural pairing, if she wanted to do 
Muldoon would be North Muldoon, but she couldn't get to North Muldoon, 
so she took South Muldoon --383 

21 · · · · CHAIRMAN JOHN BINKLEY: I would just --
22· · · · BOARD MEMBER NICOLE BORROMEO: -- I'm not done --
23· · · · CHAIRMAN JOHN BINKLEY: Yeah, but I don't think --
24· · · · BOARD MEMBER NICOLE BORROMEO: -- I am not done --
25· · · · CHAIRMAN JOHN BINKLEY: -- we should attack members 
·1 · ·personally --
·2· · · · BOARD MEMBER NICOLE BORROMEO: I am not. I am -- I 
·3· ·am stating this on the record --
·4· · · · CHAIRMAN JOHN BINKLEY: -- and I think you should be 
·5· ·very cautious about that--
·6· · · · BOARD MEMBER NICOLE BORROMEO: I am stating this on 
·7· ·the record. 
·8· · · · CHAIRMAN JOHN BINKLEY: -- I think you should be 
·9· ·cautious about attacking --
1 O· · · · BOARD MEMBER NICOLE BORROMEO: -- I appreciate what 
11 · ·you're saying --
12 ····CHAIRMAN JOHN BINKLEY: --fellow members of the 
13· ·Board. 
14· · · · BOARD MEMBER NICOLE BORROMEO: -- I appreciate what 
15· ·you're saying. I am going to finish though because this 
16· ·is discussion --
17· ···CHAIRMAN JOHN BINKLEY: Be careful. Please. 
18· · · · BOARD MEMBER NICOLE BORROMEO: I am being careful. 
19· ·And you know what? She should have been careful when she 
20· ·exposed this Board --
21 · · · · CHAIRMAN JOHN BINKLEY: Please --
22· · · · BOARD MEMBER NICOLE BORROMEO: -- to liability 
23· ·yesterday. John. 
24· · · · CHAIRMAN JOHN BINKLEY: Please, let's not make this 
25· ·personal -
1 · · · · BOARD MEMBER NICOLE BORROMEO: Stop it. Let me 
·2· ·finish, and I'll wrap it up. 

383 Board Meeting Transcript 8:20-25, 9:1-20 (Nov. 9, 2021). 
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·3· • · · You have opened us up to a ton of legal liability, 
·4· ·and I want that vote reconsidered because of -- it is 
·5· ·partisan gerrymandering --384 

Board Member Binkley then called the question to end discussion and proceed to 

vote on reconsideration as Board Member Bahnke expressed that she did not have a 

chance to offer her discussion on the motion.385 After asking to be allowed to make a 

statement after the motion was voted on, Chairman Binkley determined that would be 

appropriate.386 The motion to call the question passed 3-2, and the motion to reconsider 

went to a vote.387 It appears a member of the public who was at the meeting in person 

attempted to speak and Chairman Binkley informed the public that the Board was not 

taking comments at that time.388 The motion to reconsider failed, also 3-2 with Board 

Members Borromeo and Bahnke voting "yes."389 Board Member Bahnke then stated: 

The action that was just taken came as a complete surprise to me. I thought 
we had achieved consensus. I will accept the outcome for now. I had offered 
a alternative to the map that was just adopted for the Senate pairings that 
kept Eagle River intact, kept Muldoon intact, eliminated questions around 
dilutions of minority voters' ability to elect somebody into office. It also had 
paired Government Hill with the military base. I won't go on and on and on. 
I will say that there are times when you just have to say, "the Emperor has 
no clothes," and I think today is one of those days. And while not necessarily 
silencing completely the voters in Muldoon, one of the lowest income, most 
racially diverse parts of our community and our state, this has the effect of 
muffling their voices. And I appreciate the chance to have been heard here, 
but what happened here came as a complete surprise. And I don't 
appreciate that.390 

On November 10, 2021, after signing the Proclamation in opposition, Member 

Borromeo stated the following: 

I want to begin by reminding Alaskans here today and listening across the 
state what the goal of redistricting is as defined by the framers of our 

384 Board Meeting Transcript 9:21-25, 10:1-25, 11:1-5 (Nov. 9, 2021); see a/so Board Meeting Video at 
1 :33:55 (Nov. 9, 2021) Filename JRDB-20211109-0900. 
385 Board Meeting Transcript 11 :6-20 (Nov. 9, 2021 ). 
386 Board Meeting Transcript 12:7-13 (Nov. 9, 2021). 
387 Board Meeting Transcript 12:14-25, 13:1-6 (Nov. 9, 2021). 
388 Board Meeting Transcript 13:18-22 (Nov. 9, 2021); see a/so Board Meeting Video at 1:33:55 (Nov. 9, 
2021) Filename JRDB-20211109-0900. 
389 Board Meeting Transcript 13:6-25, 14:1-16 (Nov. 9, 2021). 
390 Board Meeting Transcript 14:22-25, 15:1-14 (Nov. 9, 2021). 
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constitution and instructed by the Court in Hickel. The goal of all 
apportionment plans is simple: a true, just, and fair representation. 
Regretfully, the Board lost sight of this goal yesterday and in the process, 
we have failed Alaskans and we abused the public's trust and state 
government. Over the last 90 days, I've listened to Alaskans in 23 out of the 
26 communities that the board held public hearings in. I would have been 
to all 26 communities; I had to come off the Redistricting Board, though, for 
about 36 hours and fly to Washington DC to testify in Senate judiciary about 
the importance of voting rights and the VRA for the Native community. 
When I came back together with the Board, we used the local knowledge 
and insights of Alaskans to draw a fair House map. I'm happy to report that 
the Board took the same approach early this week when it came to the 
Senate pairings. We abandoned that approach, though, for Eagle River and 
East Anchorage. When it comes to these pairings, I want to offer five legal 
and constitutional observations. 
First, the most reasonable Senate pairing for Eagle River would have been 
to join House districts 22 and 24. These districts share the same streets, 
neighborhoods, businesses, schools, watersheds, and more, including 
electrical co-ops. Eagle River has also been trying to exit the Municipality 
of Anchorage for some time now. Second point, there is no populated area 
- not even a military gate - that connects Districts 24 and 23. The only way 
that this part of Eagle River, which is actually a majority of Chugiak, 
Birchwood, Peter Creek, and the Native Village of Eklutna, can even access 
the military base is to get through the other part of Eagle River located in 
District 22. Member Marcum failed to offer a compelling reason not to pair 
the two Eagle River districts or the two Muldoon districts, besides for her 
subjective belief that the board failed to consider pairing JBER and Eagle 
River into a single House seat. We did, we considered it, and we firmly 
rejected it on two grounds: compactness and public testimony. Moreover, 
there was limited - almost no debate or justification really - for drawing 
these Senate districts this way on the record, and I apologize to Alaskans 
for that. 
It's also worth noting that the now paired South Muldoon and Eagle River, 
through Senate Seat K, do not have a single road connected meaning the 
residents in District 21 have to drive almost four miles down Muldoon Road 
through District 20 before even reaching the Glenn highway and then having 
to drive another twelve miles north before they can exit into Eagle River. 
This part of Muldoon (the southern part) is not a bustling hot bedded 
economic enterprise. It's almost entirely residential and for us to pull the 
wool over the state's eyes and believe that this part of Muldoon is traveling 
this far to shop, play, and recreate is absurd. 
My fourth point is yesterday it was told to me that I had already "won too 
much" and now it was time that I step aside and I allow others to get some 
wins. This isn't about me as an individual, this is about fair maps for our 
state. I didn't win anything; Alaska lost. I presented and I defended fair maps 
that stand on their own merit because I put in the time and energy, and I 
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can defend my maps and will defend my maps in the next round of litigation. 
I thank Member Bahnke for standing alongside and accepting natural 
pairings of these districts. And second, even if it's true - whatever that 
means - that I had already won too much, it's hardly a reason for rejecting 
the natural pairings of Eagle River as a Senate district and North and South 
Muldoon themselves as a Senate district. 
Finally, Member Marcum said that splitting Eagle River into two Senate 
seats would extend the electoral influence of the community resulting in 
"more representation" -1 played that for you, and you're going to hear it for 
the next several months because everybody that sues us is going to play it 
over and over again, too. So, far from being compelling rationale, her 
observation exposes the board to claims of racial and partisan 
gerrymandering in North and South Muldoon which contains some of the 
highest minority voting age population concentrations in Anchorage, and 
one of the most diverse neighborhoods in our country. The publicly stated 
goal of expanding Eagle River's influence into the legislature is not only an 
example of partisan gerrymandering, it is a direct path for future litigants to 
take us on in suing us. 
In closing, I want to sincerely thank Alaskans from Utqiagvik to Ketchikan, 
for their time and attention to the solemn constitutional duty; particularly the 
scores of rural Alaskans who welcomed the board into their communities 
through the pandemic. The type of hospitality you've shown us is something 
that is only experienced in Bush Alaska, and I mean that. Members of the 
Board, the constitution demands fairness from us and nothing less. I remain 
dedicated to drawing fair maps with you in the next round. An unfairness of 
gerrymandering in even two Senate districts is not meeting our 
constitutional mandate. The federal vote dilution and numerous violations 
that have occurred in Eagle River and Muldoon over the past two days have 
prevented me today from signing the proclamation. I very much look forward 
to for being deposed by opposing counsel and I pray that litigation is swift 
and just.391 

Bahnke stated the following on November 10, 2021, after signing the Final 

Proclamation in opposition: 

As I reflect on the process - it's been 15 months of us putting our heads 
together. In terms of the process, I think what we saw throughout the 
process, for example, I started mentioning the way that the board took 
action to end discussion and debate yesterday which I think, procedurally 
and technically, was contrary to Robert's Rules of Order and I'm not expert 
on Robert's Rules of Order, but I don't think that was unintentional because 
as a former legislator, you're very well versed in Robert's Rules of Order. 
I'm not going to challenge that. It is symbolic of the greater issue that is our 
end outcome. Our outcome has resulted in the silencing or muzzling or 
muffling - whatever term you want to use - a particular segment of Alaskan 

391 Board Meeting Transcript 16:18-21:1 (Nov. 10, 2021). 
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voters. Again, throughout the process there was even at one point where 
the legitimacy of my authority to speak on behalf of Alaska Natives in my 
own district was at play and I've attempted to walk through this process in 
a manner that maintains decorum in order to get us moving along. I thought 
the ends would justify the means, so I put up with a lot in terms of where I 
felt I was being silenced. The process played out on a micro level of the 
silencing of a particular segment of our population. I was discouraged 
yesterday, but I'm actually encouraged today. Had we adopted Senate 
pairings that were just, that would have been a great victory for the state, 
but I think the greater victory that I see playing out here is that it is shining 
the light of the need for Alaskans to expect and deserve better from, not 
only our elected officials, but also our appointed officials. Alaskans are now 
witnessing, on a micro level, what is happening at a statewide level. We 
deserve better as Alaskans whether we're Republicans, Democrats, 
Independents, Undeclared, rural Alaskans, urban Alaskans, brown, black, 
yellow, white - at the end of the day we're all Alaskans and I'm not going to 
end on a discouraged note. If anything, this has bolstered, not just me -
because this is happening to me on a micro level, - but I think that it is going 
to shed a bigger light and motivate people on a statewide level to expect 
fairness and uphold the tenants of our democracy.392 

Borromeo testified that she did not believe the Board considered the best option -

pairing the Eagle River house districts together - because Marcum did not present it as 

an option.393 Further, the two Board members who wanted to discuss the non-Marcum 

options were precluded from doing so by Binkley, who did not allow for such discussion, 

or even any on Marcum's proposals.394 

While the Court does not make this finding lightly, it does find evidence of secretive 

procedures evident in the Board's consideration and deliberation of the Anchorage 

Senate seat pairings. Initially, in contrast to the process to craft house seats, 

overwhelming public testimony against splitting and combining Eagle River and Muldoon 

seemed to be all together ignored.395 The public portion of the record leads to only one 

392 November 8-10, 2021 Board Meetings Minutes, ARB 220 -ARB 221: November 1 O, 2021 Board Meeting 
Tr. pp.21-23. 
393 Borromeo Depa., pp. 31:14-32:14. 
394 Borromeo Depo., pp. 32:15-21, 37:17-38:2. 
395 See e.g., September 7-9, 2021 Board Meeting Minutes, ARB 167-ARB 170; November 5, 2021 Board 
Meeting Minutes, ARB 202-205, 207; November 8, 2021 Board Meeting Minutes, ARB 211- ARB 212; 
November 4, 2021 letter from Anchorage Assembly Leadership, East Anchorage Plaintiffs ex. 6002; ARB 
003202-ARB003203, ARB 1802-1803, 1808, 1817, 1819-1820, 1826-27, 1830-31, 1836, 1840-41, 1849-
50, 1855, 1863,1870, 1872,1875-76,1901, 1908-09,1919, 1923,1929, 1934-35,1938,1941,1944, 1948, 
1950-51, 1954-56, 1965-66, 1971-76, 1980, 1985, 1994-96, 1998, 2013-14, 2021-22, 2045, 2083, 2095-
98, 2101, 2132, 2134, 2149, 2151, 2153-54, 2156, 2162, 2165, 2169-70, 2177, 2181-83, 2187, 2194, 2203, 
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reasonable inference: some sort of coalition or at least a tacit understanding between 

Members Marcum, Simpson, and Binkley. All three appeared to agree on all four of 

Member Marcum's maps with little public discussion.396 Most surprising was that at that 

time, it is unclear in the transcript, and was apparently also unclear to Member Borromeo, 

which of Member Marcum's maps the Board had apparently reached a majority on when 

the deliberative discussion was ended.397 It seems that what the three Board Members 

had reached a majority was the only element of the map that was consistent between 

them: that Eagle River was split and North Eagle River was paired with JBER. That 

confusion is highlighted in the Chairman's choice to move on from Anchorage Senate 

pairings in the midst of deliberations to talk about Fairbanks to the surprise of Members 

Borromeo and Bahnke.398 There was no further public deliberation regarding Anchorage 

Senate pairings after this point, yet three Board members, the only three Board Members 

who signed the final proclamation in support, seemed to at some point understand which 

set map of senate pairings to offer for adoption among the four.399 

The Court finds this all the more suspect when the Board enters into an executive 

session for the remainder of November 8, and then for the morning of November 9, and 

upon reentering public session, Board Member Marcum moves the Board to accept 

particular pairings so immediately, she appeared to nearly interrupt Chairman Binkley as 

he opened the public meeting.400 This evidences not only secretive procedures, but 

suggests that certain Board members came to some kind of consensus either during 

executive session, or altogether outside of the meeting processes. While the Court stops 

short of a finding that this happened, the Court does see ample evidence of secretive 

process at play. Further, where the Court is left with such an impression, it is undeniable 

that these actions have eroded the public trust in the fairness and openness of the 

redistricting process. 

2220,2227,2235-36,2239. 
396 Board Meeting Transcript 202:5-204:24 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
397 Board Meeting Transcript 202:5-205:21 (Nov. 8, 2021 ). 
398 Board Meeting Transcript 202:5-205:21 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
399 Board Meeting Minutes at 1 (Nov. 8-10, 2021), ARB 210; Board Meeting Transcript 201:4-18, 202:5-9, 
204:18-25 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
400 Board Meeting Transcript 2:1-25, 3:1-3 (Nov. 9, 2021). 
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Quite illuminating as well are the statements of Board Members Borromeo and 

Bahnke following the vote to adopt the Anchorage Senate pairings. Both members 

express surprise and/or outrage at the decision to adopt the Anchorage Senate pairings, 

as they were adopted so immediately after executive session. In particular, both 

members specifically took issue with the decision to split Eagle River into two Senate 

seats, and pair one of them with South Muldoon. Both members went as far as to call it 

"naked gerrymandering" and highlighted the contrast between the process that led up to 

the Board adopting the Senate pairings and the process the Board adhered to in adopting 

the remainder of the House and Senate maps. 

The Court also expresses serious concern about any conversation about who 

"won" or lost.401 The framers of the 1998 amendments to Article VI intended that 

partisanship be removed from the Redistricting process to the extent possible.402 This 

process is not to concern "wins" and "losses" for particular political parties, but creating a 

redistricting map to the extent that is fair and treats all Alaskans equally. The Board 

seems to have articulated its understanding of this in the public sessions, but there are 

indications that there were times where the Board engaged in partisan decision making 

behind closed doors. To the extent that this may have happened, it is not acceptable. 

While justification for pairing North Eagle River and JBER was strongly contested 

by other Board members, there was some justification provided for uniting Districts 24 

and 23.403 However, there is no real justification on the record that explains why the 

Muldoon community of interest was split and partially paired with Eagle River beyond the 

fact that their borders are contiguous and Eagle River residents travel to Muldoon,404 

though Muldoon residents do not regularly travel to Eagle River.405 The Court is left with 

the impression that, where the North Eagle River/JBER pairing was deliberated and at 

401 Board Meeting Transcript 19:3-17 (Nov. 10, 2021). 
402 Minutes, H. Judiciary Comm. Hearing on H.J.R. 36, 20th Leg., Tape 97-76 Side A No. 1874 (May 5, 
1997) (statement of Rep. Brian Porter) ("I would think that it would be appropriate to try to get a procedure 
to put in place a board that would look at redistricting from a position of what is the most appropriate -
under the law - district to put in place for the betterment of the voters of the state of Alaska, instead of, 
'How much partisan gerrymandering can we do and get away with?"). 
403 Board Meeting Transcript 174:4-25, 175:1-6, 181:19-25, 182:1-14 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
404 Board Meeting Transcript 187:19-25, 188:1-25, 189:1-12 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
405 Board Meeting Transcript 189:15-22 (Nov. 8, 2021); Affidavit of Dr. Chase Hensel, Ph.D. at 5 ,J,125-26. 

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan; 3AN-21-08869CI 
FFCL and Order 

Page 67 of 171 



EXC.SGY-000849

least explained, the Eagle River Valley/South Muldoon was ultimately a down-the-road 

consequence of the North Eagle River and JBER pairing. How intentional that particular 

pairing was is unclear. Though Ms. Borromeo makes another illuminating statement that 

in apparently deliberating a North Eagle River senate pairing outside of public session, it 

was recognized that it was not possible to "get to North Muldoon," so instead South 

Muldoon was paired.406 This also implicates secretive procedures in making that pairing. 

Further, despite Board Member Marcum's arguments to the contrary, it is clear to the 

Court that the vast majority of public commenters were in favor of keeping Eagle River 

and Muldoon, both communities of interest, together in their own respective Senate 

seats.407 

While Member Marcum provided justification, partially her own personal 

statements, as to how Eagle River residents frequent the Muldoon area,408 Board Member 

Borromeo's comment supported by Dr. Hensel's testimony that this connection does not 

exist going the other way is well taken. There is ample public comment, as well as 

testimony during trial, that Eagle River and Muldoon are respective "communities of 

interest," with little convincing information to the contrary. The Court sees that the Senate 

Districts ignore the Muldoon and Eagle River communities of interest with very little 

justification. 

The record also provides evidence of regional partisanship. Dr. Hensel testified 

that South Muldoon is a swing district, though it does lean Republican, while Eagle River 

is firmly Republican.409 This usurps South Muldoon's voting strength in the event it 

chooses to elect a Democratic senator.410 As clarified at trial, South Muldoon can also 

406 Board Meeting Transcript 8:20-25, 9:1-20. 
407 See e.g., September 7-9, 2021 Board Meeting Minutes, ARB 167-AR 170; November 5, 2021 Board 
Meeting Minutes, ARB000202-205, 207; November 8, 2021 Board Meeting Minutes, ARB 211- ARB 212; 
November 4, 2021 letter from Anchorage Assembly Leadership, East Anchorage Plaintiffs ex. 6002; ARB 
003202-ARB003203, ARB 1802-1803, 1808, 1817, 1819-1820, 1826-27, 1830-31, 1836, 1840-41, 1849-
50, 1855, 1863, 1870,1872,1875-76, 1901,1908-09, 1919,1923,1929, 1934-35, 1938,1941, 1944,1948, 
1950-51, 1954-56, 1965-66, 1971-76, 1980, 1985, 1994-96, 1998, 2013-14, 2021-22, 2045, 2083, 2095-
98, 2101, 2132, 2134, 2149, 2151, 2153-54, 2156, 2162, 2165, 2169-70, 2177, 2181-83, 2187, 2194, 2203, 
2220,2227,2235-36,2239. 
408 Board Meeting Minutes 181:19-25, 182:1-14, 198:13-200:23 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
409 Affidavit of Dr. Chase Hensel, Ph.D. 'U'fl 70-71; Trial Transcript 59:19-23 (Jan. 21, 2022). 
410 Affidavit of Dr. Chase Hensel, Ph.D. ,m 70-72, 74. 
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be seen as a "highly competitive" district.411 However, according to the evidence in the 

record, there would be no competition in the election of its senate seat.412 Further, 

Member Marcum stated on the record that doing so would give Eagle River "more 

representation."413 Thus, it is apparent the Board understood the practical result of 

splitting Eagle River into two Senate districts. 

This Court agrees with Ms. Marcum that Senate District K gives Eagle River more 

representation. However, it appears to also have the converse impact, of diluting 

representation in East Anchorage. There was testimony submitted that spoke directly to 

that impact, where one resident expressed that the last time the Board paired a portion 

of East Anchorage with Eagle River "it took Senator Bettye Davis from us and from having 

a voice."414 Where the Board argues that the current senate pairings actually spreads 

Muldoon among more Senate districts, giving it more Senate seats, that argument falls 

flat in the face of the reality. Instead, it seems Muldoon is actually cracked among multiple 

senate districts and its voting strength is diluted as a result. At the same time, Eagle 

River's voting strength is strengthened. Pairing South Muldoon with the Eagle River 

Valley will solidify Senate Seat K as a firmly Republican seat, while providing more 

representation to Eagle River in splitting it into two Senate seats.415 

The Board's process in selecting these Senate seats is unlike the process with 

regard to the rest of the senate and house maps in its disregard for the vast majority of 

public testimony, its actions in cutting off discussion,416 and its lack of clarity as to what 

pairings it was apparently planning on adopting.417 Further, in substance, Senate District 

K pairs two districts, that, while contiguous in the strict definition of the word, ignore the 

communities of interest in Eagle River and Muldoon. While there may be some interaction 

between the communities, the evidence in the record makes clear that any interaction 

411 Trial Transcript 89:2-4 (Jan. 21, 2022). 
412 Affidavit of Dr. Chase Hensel, Ph.D. 111170-72, 74. 
413 Board Meeting Transcript 175:16-25, 176:1-10 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
414 ARB 2479. 
415 Affidavit of Dr. Chase Hensel, Ph.D. 111170-72, 74. 
416 Board Meeting Transcript 202:5-206:21 (Nov. 8, 2021); see also Board Meeting Transcript 21:6-22 (Nov. 
10, 2021). 
417 Board Meeting Transcript 202:5-205:21 (Nov. 8, 2021 ). 
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includes only Eagle River residents driving into or through Muldoon, with Muldoon 

residents having no regular travel to or interaction with Eagle River.418 

Given substantial evidence of secretive procedures, regional partisanship, and 

selective ignorance of political subdivisions and communities of interest, Court finds that 

the Board intentionally discriminated against residents of East Anchorage in favor of 

Eagle River, and this intentional discrimination had an illegitimate purpose. The Court 

now looks to the record to determine the Board's justification, and whether the Board's 

intentional discrimination led to more proportional representation. 

b) Representation 

Unlike in Kenai, where the challenged Senate seat was justified as a natural 

consequence of pairing other House districts in order to comply with the VRA, no such 

justification has been put forth here, either in the Board's deliberations or in response to 

the Equal Protection claim. The justification provided was that Board Member Marcum 

felt strongly that North Eagle River and JBER should be paired, citing minimal public 

testimony that attested to links between North Eagle River and JBER.419 While the Court 

understands this argument, it also evaluates it in the face of overwhelming public 

testimony to the contrary, and given that some justification involved misconstruing public 

testimony that was very clearly against an Eagle River/JBER pairing.420 Despite 

arguments in favor of pairing Eagle River and J BER, it was not necessary under the VRA, 

the constitution, or any other law, to pair North Eagle River and JBER. 

Turning to proportionality, Eagle River Valley and North Eagle River/Chugiak are 

both underrepresented by -1.65% and -0.71 % respectively.421 South Muldoon is 

418 Board Meeting Transcript 189:15-22 (Nov. 8, 2021); Affidavit of Dr. Chase Hensel, Ph.D. ffll25-26. 
419 Board Meeting Transcript 181:19-25, 182:1-14, 198:13-200:23 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
420 In her affidavit testimony, Major Wilson states that she testified to the Board regarding senate pairings 
and her belief that Eagle River house districts should be paired together into a single senate district. 
However, member Marcum took her comments out of context and "misconstrued the words of [Wilson's) 
testimony to misrepresent it as in favor of pairing Eagle River house districts with JBER or Northeast 
Anchorage districts." Wilson testified that "[t]here was no opportunity for the public to rectify this 
misrepresentation of [her] testimony, nor to give further comment on the senate pairings as selected by the 
Board." Affidavit of Felicia Wilson at il'lf 19, 21, 24-25, 27. 
421 ARB 117. 
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underrepresented by -1.70%.422 Pairing Eagle River Valley with South Muldoon creates 

an average deviation of -1.68%, whereas pairing both Eagle River districts creates an 

average deviation of -1.18%. Thus, the Board's choice to pair Eagle River Valley with 

South Muldoon does not lead to more proportional representation. 

District 
All 

Target. Deviation Difference· Average 
eer~ons 

... - -···. 

Sen'ate Distr.h:t Pairings• ;in• 2021 Pr!Jclarm~tion Plan . . 

South Muldoon -K- 21 18,023 18,335 -1.70% -312 -307.5 

Eagle River Valley -K- 22 18,032 18,335 -1.65% -303 -1.68% 

JBER -L- 23 18,285 18,335 -0.27% -50 
-90 

North Eagle River/Chugiak -
18,205 18,335 -0.71% -130 -.49% 

L-24 

Senate District Pairings as Advocated by Plaintiffs 

North Muldoon -J- 20 18,203 18,335 -0.72% -132 -222 

South Muldoon -K- 21 18,023 18,335 -1.70% -312 -1.21% 

Eagle River Valley -K- 22 18,032 18,335 -1.65% -303 
-216.5 

North Eagle River/Chugiak -
18,205 18,335 -0.71% -130 -1.18% 

L-24 

As the Eagle River Valley and South Muldoon pairing were made with illegitimate 

purpose, and do not lead to more proportional representation, Senate District K violates 

Alaska's Equal Protection Clause and thus is unconstitutional. 

3. Remedy 

The Court in Kenai determined that the Court may consider any effect of 

disproportionality de minimus in determining the appropriate relief to be granted. 

422 ARB 117. 
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Pairing Eagle River Valley with South Muldoon creates a Senate District that is 

underrepresented by 1.68%. An Eagle River senate district would be less 

underrepresented, at -1.18%, a difference of-0.50%. These deviations are even smaller 

than the de minimus deviations in Kenai. As such, the effect of disproportionality here is 

de minimus. Yet, this Court does not feel that, on the facts of this case, which are distinct 

from Kenai, the same declaratory relief is warranted. In Kenai, the Board expressed that 

it explicitly discriminated against Anchorage voters in order to "retain the balance between 

regional and Anchorage senate representation."423 This purpose, while ultimately 

illegitimate, lacked the secretive processes and discrimination against the communities 

of interest and political areas apparent in this case. 

Justice Compton was particularly concerned for the potential future harm to the 

redistricting process that the majority's de minimus exception would cause. 

Although we are willing to "declare" Senate District E unconstitutional, we 
refuse to grant affirmative relief! because the effect of disproportionality is 
de minimus .... If indeed the harm in this case is de minimus then we should 
have declined to reach the constitutional issue in the first place. However, 
after having articulated the Alaska constitutional standard the court should 
not now be heard to say that it is not going to do anything about it. 

The court reaches the incredible conclusion that a mere "declaration" of 
illegitimate purpose is an adequate remedy. Such a declaration is no 
remedy at all. The United States Supreme Court has stated: "once a State's 
legislative apportionment scheme has been found to be unconstitutional, it 
would be the unusual case in which a court would be justified in not taking 
appropriate action to insure that no further elections are conducted under 
the invalid plan." Merely opining that Senate District E is unconstitutional is 
no guarantee that a reapportionment board will "scrupulously observe" the 
mandate of the Alaska constitution in the future. If there is no sanction for 
engaging in an unlawful process, a board can continue to do so risking only 
the inconvenience and expense of defending another declaratory suit. 
Accordingly, awarding only declaratory relief may encourage a board to cut 
corners when by so doing it can further illegal goals at little or no risk.424 

423 Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1372. 
424 Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1374-75 (Compton, J dissenting) (quoting Reynolds v. Sims, 377 
U.S. 533, 585 (1964)). 
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The Court in Kenai did not undergo an assessment of the totality of the 

circumstances, as the Board's discrimination was explicitly stated and explained. Here, 

the discrimination was the result of procedures that are suggestive of underlying political 

motives and evidence a concerted effort to push a pairing through that split the Eagle 

River house districts into two senate districts amidst staunch pushback from a minority of 

Board members and the vast majority of public comment. Declaratory relief in this case 

would not be appropriate, as the injury here is the dilution of voters in East Anchorage. 

Thus, the Anchorage Senate Pairings should be remanded to the Board to craft a pairing 

that complies with Alaska's Equal Protection Clause. 

IX. THE HOUSE DISTRICT CHALLENGES 

A. Mat-Su and Valdez Districts 29, 30 and 36 

Both Mat-su and Valdez challenge the Board's proposed Districts 29 and 36. In 

addition, Mat-su challenges District 30. These challenges are interrelated, and will be 

considered together. 

1. Article VI, Section 6 Challenges 

As an initial matter, the Alaska Supreme Court has established the following order 

of priority relating to redistricting under Article VI, section 6: (1) contiguous and 

compactness; (2) relative socioeconomic integration; (3) consideration of local 

government boundaries; and (4) use of drainage and other geographic boundaries.425 

a) District 29 

1) Is District 29 Contiguous? 

Contiguous territory is "territory which is bordering or touching."426 The court in 

Hickel noted that "[a] district may be defined as contiguous if every part of the district is 

reachable from every other part without crossing the district boundary (i.e. the district is 

425 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 62 (order of remand directing priority); see also In Re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 44 
P.3d 141, 143 n2 (Alaska 2002) (following the same order of priority after the 1998 amendments). 
426 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 45. 
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not divided into two or more discrete pieces."427 But, contiguity is not absolute in Alaska 

because of its numerous archipelagos.428 

Here, it is undisputed that District 29 is a single land mass in which all portions of 

the district are "bordering or touching" another portion, and "the district is not divided into 

two or more discrete pieces."429 The Mat-Su and Valdez argue the district is not 

contiguous because a person would have to cross out of District 29 and into District 36 in 

order to drive from one side of the district to the other (for example from Valdez to Palmer 

or vice versa).430 That argument draws some support from the language of Hickel quoted 

above. But in Hickel, the only argument about contiguity was actually raised by the Court 

on its own because the Board separated the Aleutian Islands into two districts. The Court 

held that severing the islands into that manner violated the contiguity requirement of 

Article IV, section 6.431 

Mat-Su and Valdez essentially argue there must be "transportation contiguity" 

within a district.432 This argument was specifically rejected when Valdez raised it in an 

earlier redistricting cycle. As the Superior Court explained in the 2001 redistricting 

litigation, 

421 Id. 
42a Id. 

Both the Valdez plaintiffs and the Fairbanks North Star Borough urge this 
court to adopt a definition of contiguity such that a district could be found 
not to be contiguous if existing transportation systems required residents of 
the district to cross other districts in order to transverse the district in 
question. There is no support under Alaska law for such a definition of 
contiguity and this court rejects this approach. Contiguity is not dependent 
on the vagaries of existing transportation systems. Rather, the concept is a 

429 Hickel, 846 P.2d at45 {Alaska 1992) {citation omitted). 
430 Mat-Su argues that District 29 is not contiguous with Valdez because of the way the Board drew the 
land area for District 29 south, or below, the portion of the Glenn Highway. That section of the Glenn runs 
approximately from Nelchina to Glennallen and south/southwest or below the portion of the Richardson 
highway that runs from Glennallen to a road in the area south of Tonsina described as 8-APL-2 Road. As 
a result, Mat-Su says it is not Joined with Valdez by the road system. Affidavit of Steve Colligan at ,m 48, 
51. 
431 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 54. 
432 See, e.g., Jan. 24 Trial Tr. 381 :23-388:21. 
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visual one designed to assure that no district contains two or more discrete 
or unconnected parts.433 

This Court agrees with Judge Rindner's analysis. The fact that the road connection 

between Mat-Su and Valdez meanders in and out of two districts as it traverses around 

the Chugach mountains does not take away from the fact that every part of the district is 

physically connected. District 29 is contiguous. 

2) Is District 29 Compact? 

District 29 encompasses the eastern side of the Mat-Su Borough. It picks up the 

predominately residential area between Wasilla and Palmer to the north of Bogard Rd, 

and then extends eastward to gather in Valdez along the Glenn Highway, it gathers in 

several communities, including Sutton, Chickaloon, Glacier View, and Eureka before the 

Glenn crosses into District 36. District 29 then turns south near Glenallen and follows 

along to the west side of the Richardson Highway to Valdez. In so doing, District 29 

excludes several Glenn Highway communities (Nelchina, Mendeltna, Tolsona,} and 

Richardson Highway communities (Glenallen, Tazlina, Copper Center, Kenny Lake, 

Tonsina). However, none of these Glenn or Richardson Highway communities are located 

in the Mat-su Borough. 

The Alaska Supreme Court has held that "corridors of land that extend to include 

a populated area, but not the less-populated land around it, may run afoul of the 

compactness requirement" and "appendages attached to otherwise compact areas may 

violate the requirement of compact districting."434 The compactness requirement should 

not result in "bizarre designs" for districts. 

There is a small appendage between Districts 29 and 36 along the Glenn Highway. 

Nonetheless, it does not appear "bizarre." There is also a large swath of land between 

Valdez and Sutton.435 Valdez and Mat-su also challenge the district's compactness 

433 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, No. 3AN-01-8914CI, 2002 WL 34119573, at *59 (Alaska Super. Feb. 01, 
2002), aff'd in relevant part, 44 P.3d 141, 143 (Alaska 2002). 
434 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 45-46. 
435 Affidavit of Steve Colligan at~ 51. 
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because it contains a large unpassable area of mountains, ice fields, and glaciers.436 

Valdez notes the Board has paired population centers separated by over 240 road miles 

and the Chugach mountain range. It is true that most of District 29 is made up almost 

entirely of urban areas- Wasilla, Palmer and Valdez. Together, these communities make 

up more than 97% of the population of District 29, but account for 5.84% of the land 

mass.437 The remaining 2.57% of District 29's population is spread over 94% of the land 

mass. In addition, Valdez notes it is separated from the Palmer-Wasilla population centers 

by more than 200 miles of roadway. But these features of District 29 are the very nature 

of Alaska's natural landscape. Further, many of the districts in this and earlier redistricting 

cycles have been composed of similar stretches of open space. 

Members of the Board testified that they used an "eye test" to determine 

compactness, rather than objectively measuring the districts.438 Viewed in this manner, 

the Court cannot say that District 29 lacks for compactness. In this Court's view, District 

29's shape is the natural result of Alaska's landscape and irregular features. It is relatively 

compact for purposes of Article VI, section 6. 

3) Is District 29 Socio-Economic Integrated? 

Most of the presentation at trial both by Valdez and Mat-Su focused on whether 

Valdez is sufficiently integrated with the Mat-Su Borough. The court in Hickel noted that 

"[i]n addition to preventing gerrymandering, the requirement that districts be composed of 

relatively integrated socio-economic areas helps to ensure that a voter is not denied his 

or her right to an equally powerful vote."439 Looking back to the constitutional Convention, 

the Court defined an integrated socio-economic unit as 'an economic unit inhabited by 

people. In other words, the stress is placed on the canton idea, a group of people living 

within a geographic unit, socio- economic, following if possible, similar economic 

436 Affidavit of Steve Colligan at ,r 51. 
437 Affidavit of Kimball Brace at ,r 99. 
438 In past Redistricting cases, it appears the Board had considered various mathematical tests to determine 
compactness of the area, but no evidence was presented at trial suggesting that this board ever engaged 
in that process. 
439 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 46. 
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pursuits."440 Therefore, to satisfy this portion of the constitutional requirement, there has 

to be "sufficient evidence of socio-economic integration of the communities linked by 

the redistricting, proof of actual interaction, and interconnectedness rather than mere 

homogeneity. "441 

Election districts were intended to be composed of economically and socially 

interactive people in a common geographic region.442 The Alaska Supreme court has 

identified several characteristics of socio-economic integration in redistricting. These 

include geographic proximity, shared transportation ties or linkage by road, ferry or 

scheduled air service, a common major economic activity, shared recreational and 

commercial fishing areas.443 

The term "relatively" is included to suggest the court will "compare proposed 

districts to other previously existing and proposed districts as well as principal alternative 

districts to determine if socio-economic links are sufficient."444 The term "relatively" does 

not mean "minimally," nor does its use intend to weaken the constitutional requirement of 

integration.445 However, the Alaska Supreme Court has also noted this requirement is 

permitted "some flexibility by the constitution since districts need be integrated only 'as 

nearly as practicable."'446 But, "the flexibility that this clause provides should be used only 

to maximize the other constitutional requirements of contiguity and compactness."447 

The Board apparently recognized the difficulty in placing Valdez early in the 

process. Indeed, the decision where to place Valdez has been hotly debated in earlier 

redistricting cases.448 The initial proposed drafts adopted by the Board both placed Valdez 

440 Id. at 46 (citing Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1360, n.11) (internal citation omitted). 
441 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 46 (citing Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1363). 
442 Carpenter, 667 P.2d at 1215. 
443 Hickel, 446 P.2d at 46; Carpenter, 667 P.2d at 1215; Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1362-63; 
Groh, 526 P.2d at 879. 
444 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 47. 
445 /d. 
446 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 45, n.10. 
447 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 45, n.10. 
448 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 2002 WL 34119573, at *46 (Superior Court Decision, Feb. 1, 2002). 
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in a district similar to the 2001 and 2011 districts which followed along the Richardson 

Highway.449 This is also the district preferred by Valdez. 

Public testimony strongly supported keeping Valdez in its traditional corridor. 

Indeed, there was no public testimony from either the Valdez side or the Mat-Su side 

which favored placement of Valdez with the communities of Palmer and Wasilla. Instead, 

it appears the Board found itself with essentially nowhere else to turn. But simply because 

Valdez is unique and difficult to place does mean that it cannot be done. 

Asked to describe the socio-economic connections between Valdez and the Mat

su, board members described the highway transportation between Valdez, the proximity 

of the Mat-Su Regional Hospital (as opposed to the Fairbanks Memorial Hospital), the 

similar funding for schools, some interaction by Valdez sports teams, and some overlap 

in "oil workers." By contrast, witnesses from Valdez and the Mat-Su consistently 

described the significant differences between the communities. Valdez is a coastal 

community; the cities of Palmer and Wasilla are not. While there is a road connecting 

Valdez to the Mat-Su Borough, the testimony was uniform that the Mat-Su is not a 

"destination" for Valdez residents; it is little more than a pass-through. Similarly, Mat-Su 

residents are rarely, if ever destined for Valdez. The two communities do not share 

common workers, even if both have a connection to the oil industry. Valdez is the terminus 

of the Trans-Alaska Pipeline. The vast majority of its funding comes from taxes it receives 

on the pipeline infrastructure. Valdez residents may work in the Terminal or along the 

pipeline itself. Mat-Su has oil field workers who reside there, but they commute to the 

North Slope. Valdez' other main economic staple involves commercial fishing. By 

contrast, Mat-Su residents may be involved in sport fishing. There are no regular 

commercial flights to the Mat-Su from Valdez. 

The evidence establishes that Valdez has greater socio-economic links with 

Fairbanks and Anchorage than it does with Palmer or Wasilla in the Matanuska-Susitna 

Borough. Similarly, Valdez has greater links with other communities in Prince William 

449 Compare ARB 47 (2021 Proclamation, District 29) with ARB 1590 (2013 Proclamation, District 9) and 
with Scheidt Aff. Ex.Cat 2 (2002 Proclamation, District 12). 
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Sound such as Cordova than it does with Palmer or Wasilla. The testimony of the Valdez 

witnesses establishes that utility services for Valdez are generally oriented to 

communities along the Richardson Highway rather than down the Glenn to Palmer and 

Wasilla. Shipments into and out of the Port of Valdez, are primarily oriented towards the 

Richardson Highway and Fairbanks. By contrast, Palmer and Wasilla are oriented 

towards Anchorage. Marine transportation and commercial fishing activities are oriented 

towards Prince William Sound communities. Valdez residents clearly do not consider 

themselves oriented in their socio-economic relationships with Palmer and Wasilla, and 

neither do the witnesses from the Mat-Su Borough. 

The Board points out that Valdez and Mat-Su are essentially arguing that Valdez 

is more socio-economically integrated with the Richardson Highway corridor or with the 

other communities of Prince William Sound than with the Mat-Su Borough. Neither the 

Board nor the Intervenor-Defendants challenge the basic premise that Valdez is socio

economically integrated with both the Richardson Highway and Prince William Sound. 

However, Alaska law is abundantly clear that no community is entitled to be districted with 

the communities it is most closely linked to: the Alaska Constitution requires the Board to 

create districts that are "relatively" socio-economically integrated in light of the other 

constitutional factors and balancing the needs of the whole state.450 Specifically, courts 

will find a district unconstitutionally lacking in relative socio-economic integration if "[t]he 

record is simply devoid of significant social and economic interaction among the 

communities within an election district."451 

Mat-Su and Valdez argue that Valdez does not share socio-economic ties to the 

Mat-Su Borough. However, the record, as well as testimony elicited by the Board and the 

Intervenor-Defendants, contains evidence of at least minimal socio-economic links 

between Valdez and the Mat-Su. These include geographic proximity and connection via 

450 In re 2011 Redistricting Cases, No. 4FA-11-2209CI, 2013 WL 6074059, at *27 (Alaska Super. Nov. 18, 
2013) ("[J]ust because [certain communities] ... could be more socio-economically integrated, does not 
mean that they are not socio-economically integrated enough where they are for constitutional purposes."). 
451 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 46 (quoting Carpenter v. Hammond, 667 P.2d 1204, 1215 (Alaska 1983) (internal 
quotation marks omitted)). 
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the road system,452 shared interests in the outdoor recreation industry,453 and common 

hunting and fishing areas in the region around Lake Louise, Klutina Lake, and Eureka.454 

They also have at least some shared ties to the oil industry.455 The nearest hospital to 

Valdez, at least by road, is located in the Mat-Su Borough.456 Similarly, the nearest car 

dealerships, and large box stores are located in the Mat-Su.457 Valdez and Mat-Su also 

share an interest in maintenance and development of the state highway system,458 

The communities in District 29 are served by school districts that are a part of home 

rule or first-class municipalities or boroughs, meaning their funding is obtained in part 

from a local tax base,459 and these home rule communities also have a shared interest in 

debt reimbursement from the legislature.460 Similarly, Valdez school sports teams 

compete against sports teams in the Mat-Su Borough.461 Together these links are 

constitutionally sufficient to establish relative socio-economic integration. Although there 

is evidence that Valdez and the Mat-Su Borough may have divergent interests on certain 

issues,462 those interests do not negate the ties that do exist between the communities. 

Looking at "previously existing" districts as a guide to relative socio-economic 

integration, as instructed by the Supreme Court,463 the record evidence demonstrates 

substantial similarities between District 29 in the 2021 Proclamation and both District 9 in 

the 2013 Proclamation and District 12 in the 2002 Proclamation.464 In short, Valdez and 

452 Binkley Aff. ,r 26; Jan. 24, 2022 Trial Tr. 215:2-8 (Brown cross Q: "[T]here's a road that connects Eastern 
Mat-Su to Valdez, correct?" A: "Yes, sir."). 
453 Jan. 24, 2022 Trial Tr. 179: 19-180: 15, 184:25-185:2 (Devries cross); 263: 14-17 (Scheidt cross); 283: 10-
12 (Scheidt cross discussing helicopter skiing). 
454 Jan. 24, 2022 Trial Tr. 180:16-20 (Devries cross); 219:5-13 (Brown cross), 262:16-263:13 (Scheidt cross 
discussing Valdez residents recreating at Lake Louise and Tazlina and Klutina Lakes); Jan. 25, 2022 Trial 
Tr. 481:5-20 (Duval hunting in Eureka and recreating at Klutina Lake). Mat-Su residents also fish in Valdez. 
Jan. 24, 2022 Trial Tr. 218:24-219:4 (Brown cross). 
455 Jan. 24, 2022 Trial Tr. 178:7-13 (DeVries cross); Jan. 24, 2022 Trial Tr. 218:9-19 (Brown cross). 
456 Jan. 24, 2022 Trial Tr. 183:5-18 (Devries cross discussing Palmer amenities as the closest to Valdez). 
457 Id. 
458 Binkley Aff. ,r 26; Jan. 24, 2022 Trial Tr. 182:10-14 (DeVries cross); 283:6-9 (Scheidt cross). 
459 Binkley Aff. ,r 27; Jan. 24, 2022 Trial Tr. 182:15-24 (Devries cross discussing Mat-Su Borough home 
rule school district); 258:6-10 (Scheidt cross). 
460 Binkley Aff. 'U 27. 
461 Torkelson Aff. ,r 53; Jan. 24, 2022 Trial Tr. 260:15-20, 261:12-262:14 (Scheidt cross). 
462 Jan. 24 Trial Tr. 345:23 - 345:7 (Colligan cross); Jan. 28 Trial Tr. 1276:13-19 (Pierce direct on rebuttal). 
463 Hickel v. Southeast Conference, 846 P.2d 38, 47 (Alaska 1992). 
464 Compare ARB000047 (2021 Proclamation, District 29) with ARB001590 (2013 Proclamation, District 9) 
and with Scheidt Aff. Ex. C at 2 (2002 Proclamation, District 12). 
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the Mat-Su Borough have been districted together in the past two redistricting cycles, and 

the courts have upheld those districts.465 The Valdez district was specifically challenged 

in the 2011-2013 litigation, and the courts found the district constitutional.466 

Although Valdez has presented evidence of some differences between the 2013 

District 9 and the 2021 District 29, on the whole the evidence demonstrates that the two 

districts are substantially similar. In addition, there is evidence showing the majority of the 

residents of District 9 under the 2013 Proclamation will be represented by District 29 

under the 2021 Proclamation.467 Valdez has emphasized that District 29 removed several 

Richardson Highway communities such that it is not possible to drive from Valdez to the 

other parts of District 29 without leaving the district. But transportation connectivity is not 

a constitutional requirement, as discussed above. Moreover, the Mayor of Valdez 

testified-and a review of the maps confirms-that both the 2013 and 2002 districts also 

omitted a portion of the road connection so that it was not possible to drive from one end 

to the other without leaving the district.468 

Valdez's expert Kimball Brace testified that if two places have been districted 

together in the past, it creates a presumption that they are socio-economically integrated 

and may be districted together again.469 Valdez has not pointed to any significant change 

in circumstances that would suggest that Valdez and the Mat-Su Borough are any less 

465 /n re 2011 Redistricting Cases, 2013 WL 6074059, at •12-11 (Alaska Super. Nov. 18, 2013); In re 2001 
Redistricting Cases, 47 P.3d 1089 (Alaska 2002). 
466 /n re 2011 Redistricting Cases, 2013 WL 6074059, at *12-17, pet. forreview denied, No. S-15422 (Jan. 
23, 2014). While this challenge was primarily focused on compactness rather than socio-economic 
integration, see id., it nonetheless provides strong evidence that the current district is constitutional if it is 
substantially similar to the district previously upheld by the court In the 2001 cycle, the Supreme Court 
even directed the Board to consider combining the Mat-Su Borough with communities to the north, south, 
or east in order to accommodate excess population. In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d 141, 144 n.7 
(Alaska 2002). The Board ultimately combined the Mat-Su with communities to the east, resulting in the 
district that combined the Mat-Su and Valdez. See Scheidt Aff. Ex. C at 2 (2002 Proclamation, District 12). 
467 ARB 116 (House core constituency report); Torkelson Aff. ,r 52. 
468 Jan. 24 Trial Tr. 294:9-23 (Scheidt Cross); see Scheidt Aff. Ex. C, at 2, 6 (Valdez district in 2002 and 
2013 Proclamations); see a/so ARB 1590 (District 9 in 2013 Proclamation). 
469 Jan. 26 Trial Tr. 741:4-12 (Brace cross). The Court notes that much of Mr. Brace's direct testimony in 
his affidavit seemed to have been crafted for him. This was particularly true of various deposition passages 
he quoted. At a minimum, Mr. Brace was simply sloppy in his work. While the court has no doubt that Mr. 
Brace is a longstanding expert in redistricting, his testimony demonstrated a lack of specific understanding 
about Alaska's unique landscape and the challenges it creates for redistricting. 
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integrated than they were in the past.470 The pairing of Valdez and the Mat-Su Borough 

in prior districts therefore provides further evidence that they are "relatively integrated" for 

present constitutional purposes. 

The question of whether Valdez and the Mat-Su borough are socio-economically 

connected, or simply homogenous communities is a close one. There are certainly many 

differences between the two, and indeed there is direct competition in some respects. But 

it is also significant to the Court that the language of section 6 includes two qualifiers 

when describing the need for socioeconomic integration. The district shall be formed of 

territory containing "as near as practicable a relatively integrated socio-economic area."471 

This standard is intended to provide both flexibility and a check on the Board in 

determining the districts. 

In the Kenai Peninsula case, the Supreme Court determined there was sufficient 

socio-economic integration between North Kenai and South Anchorage for them to be 

districted together. The Supreme Court accepted a similar series of connections between 

Kenai and south Anchorage to those presented by the Board here. Despite the 

considerable geographic separation, and different interests, the two communities were 

relatively integrated.472 Although the Court recognized the actual interconnectedness 

between North Kenai and South Anchorage was minimal473, it concluded the connections 

outside the district but within the common region were sufficient to demonstrate the 

required level of interconnectedness.474 

The same situation holds in this case.475 Valdez and the Mat-Su Borough are also 

relatively socio-economically integrated for the purposes of Article VI, § 6 because both 

470 To be sure, Valdez takes issue with the fact that a greater percentage of the population in the district is 
now based in the Palmer and Wasilla suburbs than was the case in prior districts. But this argument 
pertains to Valdez's vote dilution claims, not to the issue of socio-economic integration. 
471 Alaska Const. art. VI,§ 6 (emphasis added). 
472 Kenai Peninsula, 743 P.2d at 1363. 
473 Id. at 1362. 
474 Id. at 1363. 
475 This Court's conclusion about socioeconomic integration between Valdez and Mat-Su is greatly 
influenced by the Supreme Court's determination in Kenai. If the Court had not taken such a broad view of 
the issue and held that regional integration was enough, this Court might have reached a different 
conclusion on the issue. But Kenai is the established law on this issue. 
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communities are socio-economically integrated with Anchorage.476 The courts have 

expressly held that Valdez and Anchorage are socio-economically integrated for 

purposes of redistricting,477 and the testimony at trial confirms this link.478 There is no 

dispute that the Mat-Su Borough and Anchorage are socio-economically integrated, and 

again the testimony amply confirms that connection.479 In the 2001 redistricting litigation, 

the Alaska Supreme Court expressly held that the Matanuska-Susitna Borough and 

Anchorage could be treated as one and the same for purposes of socio-economic 

integration, and that there existed sufficient socio-economic integration to the north, 

south, and east of the Mat-Su-Anchorage area.480 These shared ties to Anchorage 

further strengthen the socio-economic integration of Valdez and the Mat-Su Borough. 

Finally, the Board reasonably determined that placement of Valdez with the Mat

Su Borough was the best of the available options in the context of the entire 40-district 

map. By the very nature of the term "relatively," whether a district is "relatively integrated" 

must be analyzed in the context of the map overall, in balancing the "constitutional troika 

of compactness, contiguity, and socio-economic integration."481 When viewed in that 

light, it is evident that the Board made a reasonable choice in creating a Valdez/Mat-Su 

district that is sufficiently integrated to satisfy § 6 and also allows the Board to meet 

constitutional standards elsewhere. 

Although as discussed elsewhere, this Court has concerns about the process used 

by the Board in a number of respects, it is clear from the record that the Board worked 

hard to find a fit for Valdez that took its preference into account. The same is true for Mat

su. There is substantial evidence supporting the conclusion that the Board, faced with 

the challenge to create a statewide map, carefully considered the available options and 

476 See Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1363. 
471 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, No. 2002 WL 34119573, at *103-13 (Alaska Super. Feb. 1, 2002). 
478 Jan. 24, 2022 Trial Tr. 255:4-10 (Scheidt cross) (discussing Valdez's ties to Anchorage for shopping, 
commercial flights, and professional services). The only commercial flights out of Valdez are to Anchorage. 
Jan. 24, 2022 Trial Tr. 266:22-24 (Scheidt cross). 
479 Jan. 24, 2022 Trial Tr. 178:23-179: 9 (Devries cross); 224:3-225:1 (Brown cross discussing ties between 
Mat-Su and Anchorage to include: air travel, restaurants, concerts and entertainment, commuting to work, 
shopping, the Alaska Railroad, and the Glenn Highway). 
480 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d 141, 144 & n.7 (Alaska 2002). 
481 In re 2011 Redistricting Cases, No. 4FA-11-2209CI, 2013 WL 6074059, at *7 (Alaska Super. Nov. 18, 
2013). 
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acted reasonably in placing Valdez in a district with a portion of the Mat-Su Borough. As 

stated above, the socio-economic ties between Valdez and the Mat-Su Borough meet the 

constitutional threshold. And none of the other options available to the Board created 

greater socio-economic integration for the district that includes Valdez without sacrificing 

constitutional compliance elsewhere. 

The primary options considered by the Board are represented by the six proposed 

maps the Board took on its public hearing "road show." These maps were "Board 

Composite v.3,"482 "Board Composite v.4,"483 and the third-party maps prepared by 

Alaskans for Fair Redistricting ("AFFR"),484 Alaskans for Fair and Equitable 

Redistricting/Calista Corporation ("AFFER/Calista"),485 the Senate Minority Caucus 

("SMC"),486 and the Coalition of Doyon, Limited; Tanana Chiefs Conference; Fairbanks 

Native Association; Ahtna, Inc.; and Sealaska ("Doyon Coalition").487 

Valdez also submitted a partial map for the Board's consideration on October 19th, 

known as "Valdez Option 1."488 This map shows only 11 districts, and the evidence makes 

clear that Valdez focused on drawing the boundaries of its own district to its liking, rather 

than on developing a comprehensive statewide map. Because Valdez Option 1 does not 

necessarily attempt to harmonize the constitutional factors statewide, it does not provide 

a full picture of "proposed" or "principal alternative districts" against which to measure the 

Board's final plan.489 Valdez counters that it was never intended to be a "full-40" map, but 

rather was intended as a "concept map" for the Board to consider.490 Nonetheless, 

because Valdez Option 1 was submitted to and considered by the Board, the Court will 

482 ARB 1341-ARB 1387. 
483 ARB 1388-ARB 1434. 
484 ARB 1294-ARB 1340. 
485 ARB 1232-ARB 1293. 
486 ARB 1482-ARB 1528. 
487 ARB 1435-ARB 1481. 
488 See ARB 4104-ARB 4105 ("Valdez Option 1" map and notes); Valdez First Am. Com pl. Ex. E (same). 
489 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 47. 
490 Valdez has also relied heavily on a new map prepared specifically for this litigation by its expert, Kimball 
Brace, referred to as "Valdez Alternative 3." Brace Aff. 1111135-164; id. at Ex. DD. Because it was not 
prepared or submitted until well after the Board completed its process, this map could not possibly have 
been considered by the Board and is not one of the "principal alternative[s]" against which the Board's own 
map can be measured. See Hickel, 846 P.2d at 47. 
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analyze it to the extent that it sheds light on the constitutional options available to the 

Board. 

Given the 2020 census numbers, the Board understood at the outset that it is "not 

mathematically possible to couple Valdez, Cordova, and the Kodiak Borough" into a 

single district.491 The Board also understood492 that the Fairbanks North Star Borough 

("FNSB") had enough population for 5.2 House districts, and thus its districts would either 

need to be significantly over-populated or the Borough would need to shed approximately 

4,000 people into an adjacent district.493 These two realities had significant implications 

for all of the maps considered by the Board. It is also worth noting that Valdez's remote 

location and the realities of geography, including an ocean border to its south, further 

constrain the available options. 

One option was to combine Valdez and Kodiak. Both AFFER/Calista and the SMC 

proposed this option, placing Valdez in a coastal district with part of Prince William Sound 

and with Kodiak.494 This choice leaves only one option for the placement of Cordova in 

a contiguous district: the rural Interior district.495 That approach was unpalatable because 

Cordova, a coastal, non-road system Prince William Sound community shares no 

perceptible socio-economic integration with any of the rural Interior communities or the 

Interior hub community of Fairbanks. In light of the options before it, the Board 

491 Jan. 26 Trial Tr. at 799:7-25 ("Q: [l]s it mathematically possible, with the ideal population of 18,335, to 
put Valdez, Cordova, and Kodiak into the same district? A: Absolutely not. ... [Kodiak's population] ... 
made it difficult to populate the Gulf District and to figure out where all of the other communities were going 
to go. So, it was not mathematically possible to couple Valdez, Cordova, and the Kodiak Borough."); see 
a/so ARB008409 (Sept. 17 Meeting Tr. at 107:18-24) (Doyon Coalition testimony that Valdez, Cordova, and 
the Prince William Sound communities "have too much population to form a district with Kodiak"). 
492 Valdez argues that Chair Binkley refused to consider breaking the FNSB until very late in the process, 
thereby boxing itself into a corner when the time came to address Valdez. 
493 Jan. 27 Trial Tr. at 1131 :24-1132:11 (Binkley redirect). 
494 See ARB 1289 (AFFER/Calista Proposed District 36); ARB 1520 (SMC Proposed District 32). 
495 See ARB 1258 (AFFER/Calista Proposed District 5); ARB 1494 (SMC Proposed District 6). Cordova 
could also, arguably, be combined with a Southeast Alaska district, but doing so would require significantly 
overpopulating Southeast. The Board received no testimony throughout the process advocating for that 
approach, and it determined early in the mapping process that doing so would not have been reasonable. 
Early Alaska redistricting cases found Cordova not to be socioeconomically integrated with Southeast, Groh 
v. Egan, 526 P.2d 863, 879 (Alaska 1974); Carpenter v. Hammond, 667 P.2d 1204, 1215 (Alaska 1983), 
but later cases found it necessary to include Cordova with Southeast to avoid unconstitutionally high 
population deviations, In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d 141, 143 (Alaska 2002). Because including 
Cordova with Southeast would have increased (rather than decreased) deviation in this redistricting cycle, 
it was not a feasible option under this line of precedent. 
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determined that a district combining Cordova with the rural Interior Athabascan villages 

of the Western Interior and the southern Brooks Range would not have been relatively 

socio-economically integrated. When faced with the option of combining Cordova with 

Arctic Village or Valdez with the Mat-Su Borough, the Board concluded the Mat-SuNaldez 

pairing was the better alternative.496 In addition, the inclusion of the population of Cordova 

(approximately 2,600 people) in the rural Interior district would have meant that 2,600 

residents of rural Interior villages that would otherwise be in the Interior district would be 

pushed elsewhere. This relatively small move to address Valdez' situation would ripple 

across the state. 

Another option would have combined Cordova and Valdez, leaving out Kodiak. 

Valdez's "Option 1" map presented this option.497 Valdez acknowledged that its "Option 

1" proposal focused primarily on creating a district that worked for Valdez498 and it was 

not intended to be a 40-district map which would harmonize the constitutional criteria 

across the full state. The record and the evidence at trial demonstrate that it creates 

constitutional issues across several regions. In Valdez Option 1, the Valdez-Cordova 

district runs up the Richardson Highway and into the southern portion of the FNSB. Board 

members testified to the problems created by this proposal. First, due to the number of 

people living in Valdez, Cordova, and the Richardson Highway corridor, this district only 

has "room" to include approximately half of the FNSB's excess population. In order to 

avoid excessively overpopulating the rest of the FNSB districts, Valdez Option 1 puts the 

rest of the FNSB's excess population into a second Interior district. This runs counter to 

the Alaska Supreme Court's instruction in Hickel that "where possible, all of a 

municipality's [or borough's] excess population should go to one other district."499 The 

Board ultimately chose an option that split the FNSB only once and put all of its excess 

496 Jan. 26 Trial Tr. at 801:24-802:2 (Borromeo cross) ("Q: ... what do you think is more socioeconomically 
integrated, Valdez and the Mat-Su or Cordova and Arctic Village? A: Valdez and the Mat-Su."); see also 
Jan. 24 Trial Tr. at 395:11-396:1 (Colligan cross) (discussing district combining Cordova, Arctic Village, and 
Kaltag, describing Kaltag and Cordova as "very different"). 
497 ARB 4104-ARB 4105 (Valdez Option 1 map). 
498 Jan. 25 Trial Tr. at 533:24-534:1 ("our hope was that the redistricting board would take a look at this 
conceptual map and how we had drawn the lines from Valdez"). 
499 Hickel. 846 P .2d at 52. 
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population into a single district. It was reasonable for the Board to determine that Valdez 

Option 1 was not a viable option in this respect. 

Valdez Option 1 also created problems for the socio-economic integration of 

several districts. It placed Cordova (a coastal city that is not on the road system) with 

Fairbanks (a road system community in the heart of the Interior), and there is no evidence 

of socio-economic integration between those communities. Instead, there was evidence 

that Cordova residents "did not want to be districted with the Fairbanks North Star 

Borough. They thought the suggestion was just unfathomable and off the table." 500 

Valdez Option 1 also included a district stretching from Nunivak Island off the coast of 

Southwest Alaska to Bettles, in the northern lnterior.501 At trial, Valdez was unable to 

show why this proposed district is relatively socio-economically integrated.502 Board 

members also testified at trial that this proposed district would not have been relatively 

socio-economically integrated.503 The Board made a reasonable determination that 

Valdez Option 1 was not a viable or preferable alternative.504 

At the end of the day, the Board was simply unable to find an alternative505 that it 

considered to be better than the ultimate pairing.506 The Board clearly understood that 

500 Jan. 26 Trial Tr. at 809:12-16 (Borromeo cross) (summarizing public comment from the Cordova 
hearing); see also, e.g., ARB001937 (Cordova resident testifying that being districted with the Interior had 
been "nightmare-ish" for Cordova, "as there were no socio-economic ties with the Delta Junction and Tok."); 
ARB003003 (Cordova Mayor testifying that Cordova is best placed in a coastal district with Kodiak). 
501 See ARB 4104. 
502 Jan. 25 Trial Tr. at 534:10-19 (Pierce cross). 
503 E.g., Jan. 26 Trial Tr. at 869:25-870:16 (Borromeo cross); BahnKe Aff. 11'1[ 23-25. 
504 See, e.g., Bahnke Aff. ,m 23-25 (explaining constitutional problems with Valdez Option 1); Binkley Aff. 
,r 34 (similar); Borromeo Aff. ,r,r 39-40 (similar). 
505 Another option for the Valdez-Cordova-Kodiak triangle would combine Cordova and Kodiak. That in turn 
would mean that Valdez is districted either with the Richardson Highway and the Interior, or with the Mat
su Borough. The Board considered maps that used both of these approaches, and ultimately it reasonably 
determined that the Valdez/Mat-Su combination was the best available option. Faced with the question 
whether Valdez was more socio-economically integrated with the Mat-Su Borough or with Arctic Village and 
other communities deep in the Interior, the Board chose to place Valdez and Mat-Su together. That 
conclusion was not unreasonable. 
506 The AFFR map also placed Valdez in a proposed district that includes the road system communities of 
the Richardson Highway corridor (excluding Glenna lien), many of the rural Interior villages (but not all), and 
significant population from the FNSB communities of the Harding-Birch Lakes area, Saleha, Moose Creek, 
and Eielson Air Force Base. ARB001336 (AFFR Proposed District 36). That district also stretches all the 
way to the southern Brooks Range, putting Valdez in a district with Arctic Village. AFFR's Valdez-to-Arctic 
Village district created ripple effects elsewhere as well. The only district that could accommodate the rest 
of the rural Interior villages was the proposed District 39, which would stretch from St. Lawrence Island to 
the border of the FNSB in the Interior. 
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Valdez wanted to be placed in a district with the Richardson Highway communities, as 

proposed in Valdez Option 1. Several Board members testified that none of the other 

proposed maps were constitutionally better than the map drawn by the Board, and the 

evidence supports this conclusion. As Member Borromeo testified, Valdez "couldn't tell 

us how they would populate their own district, let alone the other 39, in a way that was 

better than the option that the board ultimately adopted."507 

The Court well recognizes that the Board has to draw 40 districts that meet 

constitutional criteria for the entire state. The process has been described as "Herculean" 

and this Court agrees. It is an extraordinary undertaking, and the Court sees no evidence 

the Board's intentions for Valdez and Mat-Su were dishonorable. Further, Mat-Su and 

Valdez are clearly oriented towards their own needs. 

But based on all of the evidence, this court concludes that District 29 pairing Valdez 

with the Mat-Su Borough communities of Palmer and Wasilla is "as nearly as practicable 

a relatively integrated socio-economic area." While the question is a close one, given the 

Supreme Court's decision in Kenai, the level of socioeconomic integration is sufficient to 

meet the constitutional requirement of Article VI, section 6. 

b) Challenge to District 36 

Valdez and Mat-Su also challenge the Board's creation of District 36.508 District 36 

is apparently the largest voting district in the United States. It stretches from the Yukon 

River village of Holy Cross to the Copper River Valley community of McCarthy. District 

36 combines 35 percent of Alaska's geographic area into only one of the forty house 

districts. It is a massive horseshoe shaped swath of land that stretches from the Canadian 

so1 Jan. 26 Trial Tr. 873:5-8. 
508 The Court notes that it has referred to "Valdez" throughout this Order. Because this portion of the 
challenge relates to a different District than Valdez was placed in, the Court notes that a question of standing 
might be raised. The Alaska Constitution allows any qualified voter to bring suit in the Superior Court to 
compel the Board to "correct any error in redistricting .... " However, the Alaska Supreme Court has broadly 
interpreted the concept of standing. Carpenter v Hammond, 667 P.2d 1204, 1209-121 O (Alaska 1983). In 
the 2001 Redistricting case, Judge Rindner recognized the right of government entities to bring suit in 
addition to individual voters. That determination was affirmed by the Supreme Court. 
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border in the east almost to the Bering Sea coast in the west. It is larger than most of the 

states. 

Neither Valdez or Mat-Su argue that District 36 is not contiguous. It is undoubtedly 

a large expanse of land, but every part of it is touching another part. It does cross 

numerous geographic features, including both rivers and mountain ranges. It also crossed 

different Boroughs. But, given the sparse population of this immense and predominately 

roadless rural area, it is difficult to see how a district could be drawn for this area of the 

State without taking in a large area. Under the circumstances it is contiguous. 

Whether District 36 is sufficiently compact is a different question. In the last days 

of the Board's work, Chair Binkley stated on the record that District 36 as it appeared in 

v.3 and v.4, which is substantially similar to District 36 in the Final Plan, is not compact. 

Looking at what had been described as the "Doyon Region" on a map the Board was then 

considering, Chair Binkley stated "if you want to talk about compact, look at the Doyon 

region in version 3 and 4. That wouldn't be compact by any stretch of the imagination."509 

Alaska courts "look[] to the shape of a district," not its size.510 Looking at the overall 

shape of the district, it appears like a horseshoe to surround the more urban areas of the 

state. It also takes in portions of three different boroughs. The 2013 Proclamation district 

6-C took in a similar mass of land to the east, and swung north around the city of 

Fairbanks.511 But District 6 did not extend so far to the west. Instead, it followed the 

western edge of the Denali and Mat-Su borough lines. Both the 2002 Plan and the 1994 

Plan contained a similarly large interior district with the same characteristic horseshoe 

shape.512 

Given Alaska's unique geography and relatively low population, which is spread 

unevenly across a state that is larger than most States and many countries, "neither size 

509 Nov. 3, 2021, Board Meeting Tr. at 198, lines 9-12 (ARB 7558). 
510 Hickel v. Southeast Conference4, 846 P.2d 38, 45 (Alaska 1992) (emphasis added). In other words, 
the inquiry looks at the district's "perimeter in relation to the area encompassed." Id. (emphasis added). 
The area itself is not useful as a stand-alone metric. 
511 ARB 1581; ARB 1587. 
512 Exhibit VDZ-3005 p.1 (1994 Map), and p. 4 (2002 Map). 
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nor lack of direct road access makes a district unconstitutionally non-compact."513 

Indeed, in a previous redistricting case, Judge Rindner specifically noted that "[d]istricts 

within Alaska have often been the size of several States in the Lower 48. Often the 

communities within such large districts are geographically isolated and small in 

population."514 That is the case with District 36. The evidence in the record shows that 

the size of District 36 is "a result of the geography and the population" in that region,515 

as it covers a sparsely populated area in which a map-drawer may sometimes need to go 

"hundreds of miles" to find the next block of population to assemble enough population 

for a full district.516 Such expanses are inherent in Alaska redistricting, and they do not 

make a district unconstitutional. 

In Hickel, the Supreme Court recognized that odd-shaped districts may be the 

result of Alaska's irregular geometry. But "corridors" of land that extend to include a 

populated area, but not the less-populated land around it, may run afoul of the 

compactness requirement. Similarly, appendages attached to otherwise compact areas 

may violate the requirement of compact districting.517 

Both Mat-Su and Valdez argue the inclusion of the "Cantwell cutout" in District 36 

is an unconstitutional appendage. The addition of Cantwell does make the district appear 

less compact. The Board and the lntervenors argue the inclusion of Cantwell is justified 

because Cantwell is socio-economically integrated with the Ahtna region (the rest of 

which was placed with District 36) and should be included in the rural Interior district. 518 

There is evidence in the record supporting this view. 

513 /n re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 47 P.3d 1089, 1092 (Alaska 2002). 
514 /n re 2001 Redistricting Cases, No. 3AN-01-8914CI, 2002 WL 34119573, at *61 (Alaska Super. Feb. 01, 
2002). 
515 ARB 7953 (Nov. 5 Meeting Tr. at 96:12-13). 
516 Jan. 26 Trial Tr. 730:12-18 (Brace cross). 
517 Hickel, 846 P .2d at 45-46 
518 ARB001793-ARB001794 (testimony of Michelle Anderson that "villages within [the] Ahtna region have 
strong and extensive family ties, customary and traditional Ahtna practices and thousands of years of 
familial, cultural & traditional, land use, and economic connection"); ARB002873 {testimony supporting 
inclusion of Cantwell in Interior district, as done in the Doyon Coalition map); ARB003418 {testimony that 
the Ahtna villages share all the customary and traditional values, are related to the Cantwell residents, 
share the same values, and speak the same language"), ARB003998, ARB004220 (testimony that 
"Cantwell is a part of the Ahtna region and should be represented as such. Cantwell is compacted with 5 
other Ahtna Villages to comprise the Copper River Native Association"); see ARB009242 (Nov. 4 Tr. at 
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For example, there was testimony that Cantwell and the other Ahtna villages "all 

have the same language, customs, traditions, and they hunt, fish, and do berry picking 

together."519 Cantwell is one of the eight traditional Ahtna villages. In addition, Cantwell 

is one of the villages comprising the Copper River Native Association based in Copper 

Center.520 The record testimony spoke to the integration of the Ahtna region as a whole, 

as well as the integration of that region with the rest of the Interior (primarily the Doyon 

region). Trial evidence demonstrated the same, highlighting socio-economic and cultural 

links such as shared potlatch, art, and subsistence traditions.521 The Alaska Supreme 

Court has previously noted such cultural links may be relevant in determining socio

economic integration.522 

Additionally, both the Board and lntervenors offered testimony from witnesses 

attesting to the historical connection between Cantwell and other rural communities to the 

east. Michelle Anderson, Ahtna's president, testified to Cantwell's status as one of the 

eight native villages in the Ahtna region. She further testified to the common heritage, 

history and way of life that Cantwell shares with the other Ahtna villages. In fact, Ahtna is 

involved in this case in part to advocate to the Board that it should respect the ANCSA 

regional corporation boundaries as an indicator of socioeconomic integration. Several 

board members testified that ANCSA regional boundaries are an indicator they 

considered in determining district boundaries, but only as one measure of socioeconomic 

integration. 

The Board also offered testimony at trial that people in the Doyon and Ahtna 

regions "share some socioeconomic similarities" because they engage in subsistence, 

access similar types of healthcare, face similar challenges with regard to access to 

72:7-22) (Board discussion of the public testimony); see also ARB000639, ARB001795-ARB001796, 
ARB001822 (additional public testimony supporting inclusion of Cantwell in rural Interior district). 
519 ARB 3089. 
520 ARB 4220. 
521 Jan. 26 Trial Tr. 887:21-888:8 (Otte cross) (Native peoples in Doyon and Ahtna regions "share the same 
cultures, we hunt and eat the same subsistence [foods] in the areas"); Jan. 26 Trial Tr. at 919:7 - 920:23 
(Wright cross) (describing historical and current family ties between Doyon and Ahtna regions); Anderson 
Aff. 1J11 5, 9-13; Wright Aff. 111120-21; Otte Aff. 1127. 
522 See, e.g., Hickel v. Southeast Conference, 846 P.2d 38, 53-54 (Alaska 1992) (discussing the distinct 
nature of Athabascan and lriupiaq cultures). 
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utilities, and have similar concerns with regard to the quality of rural schools.523 Similarly, 

there was evidence the district covered the regions of two ANCSA corporations, Ahtna 

and Doyon. Both companies have intervened in the case, and participated at trial.524 

Asked about socio-economic integration throughout the region, Vicki Otte testified that 

both Doyon and Ahtna have primarily Athabascan shareholders, and they share the same 

cultures.525 Similarly, residents across the region, both native and non-native share 

socioeconomic similarities, including subsistence activities.526 

On the other hand, Valdez points to comments by members Binkley and Borromeo 

suggesting the absence of socioeconomic integration. Chair Binkley discussed the issue 

specifically at the Board Meeting on November 5, 2021 when addressing where to put the 

excess Fairbanks population: "that whole district 36 is so not socioeconomically integrated 

that I think it would be difficult to make a case that it's -- it's going to disrupt that 

somehow."527 At another meeting a few days later, Chair Binkley further explained: 

CHAIRMAN JOHN BINKLEY: I think it's a judgment call. I think there's -
you know, you can make - when you look at the -- 36, it's very diverse as 
well; you know, there's a lot of differences between Glennallen versus some 
of their remote villages on the (indiscernible), or you look at Tok that's on 
the highway system or Delta on the highway system. Those are different 
communities, completely, in many of the rural communities out north and -
and out west. And so it's difficult to say, socioeconomically, you know, that 
36 is homogeneous. It's very different, and you can find different areas of 
Fairbanks that related to different areas of District 36. So it's hard to make 
a generalization. 528 

During depositions and in trial testimony, the Board took a very broad view of socio

economic integration when it came to District 36. For example, Member Borromeo was 

asked about the socio-economic drivers the board was required to consider as part of its 

constitutional mandate. 

523 Jan. 26, 2021 Trial Tr. 888:6 - 889:6 (Vicki Otte). 
524 Ahtna and Doyon were also part of an active coalition which proposed a redistricting map, and included 
representatives, including its lawyer on the "roadshow." 
525 Jan. 26 Trial Tr.888:6-9 (Vicki Otte cross by the Board) ("We're Athabascans, they are all interior villages, 
we share the same cultures, we hunt and eat the same subsistence in the areas."). 
526 Jan. 26 Trial Tr.888:16-21 (Vicki Otte cross by the Board). 
527 Nov. 3, 2021, Board Meeting Tr. at 279, lines 1-11. 
528 Nov. 5, 2021, Board Meeting Tr. at 242, line 15 - page 243, line 3 (ARB 8098-8099). 
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But as I view our state, we are an oil and gas driven state, so there's not 
one region of the state that does not depend on the oil and gas industry to 
fuel our economy. So we're all socio-economically integrated that way.529 

Ms. Borromeo was more specifically asked about her view when questioned about the 

connection between the east and west parts of District 36. As an example, when 

questioned whether Glennallen is socio-economically integrated with the native villages 

in the western part of the state, she said: 

If we go back to my earlier premise that the whole entire state is connected 
through the oil and gas industry, I would say "yes." 

Is - is Glennallen socio-economically integrated to the degree that it should 
be districted with Bethel? There are other factors to consider that would 
prohibit that, such as compactness and contiguity.530 

Similarly, in Ms. Borromeo's view, Holy Cross has sufficient socio-economic integration 

with Glennallen and Copper River to the degree that they may be districted together.531 

Asked to explain the socio-economic indicators for pairing Glennallen and Holy Cross in 

a district, Ms. Borromeo noted "the ANCSA region ties", "historic trade routes between 

the Athabascans from the Dena'ina country and the Ahtna part of the region," and 

potential ties to the oil industry working "as contractors for some of the drillers on the 

North Slope."532 

At trial and during depositions, Valdez challenged the Board's formation of District 

36 suggesting it favored Ahtna because of a possible conflict of interest involving Board 

counsel. However, it appears from the record and the trial evidence that the decision to 

include Cantwell in District 36 was the Board members' own decision, not made at the 

urging of counsel. The transcript of the Board meeting where this issue was discussed, 

on November 5, shows that in response to a question from Member Marcum, the Board's 

counsel stated it was a "coin toss" as to whether the reduction in compactness from 

including Cantwell in District 36 would be outweighed by the increase in socio-economic 

529 Deposition of Nicole Borromeo at p125, L 14-18. 
530 Deposition of Nicole Borromeo at p127, L21-25 - p128, L 1-2. 
531 Deposition of Nicole Borromeo at p128, L9-15. 
532 Deposition of Nicole Borromeo at p132, L3-16. 
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integration.533 While much was made of Board counsel's potential conflict, the Court does 

not find any evidence that Board counsel steered the Board's decision in any way to favor 

Ahtna. The Board was informed of potential conflicts for Board counsel during its interview 

process, and the board members who were questioned at trial said the decision to place 

Cantwell with the other Ahtna villages in District 36 was the Board's, and the Board's 

alone.534 

The evidence in general shows the board viewed District 36 as a "rural" district, 

and concluded that rural communities generally share socio-economic ties. The record 

contains significant evidence of the social, economic, and cultural ties across the district. 

District 36 is made up of Interior towns and villages, largely small communities in rural 

regions. These communities share many characteristics of rural life. There are also 

specific historic and present cultural ties across District 36, as it broadly spans the region 

inhabited by Interior Athabascan peoples. There was considerable testimony, both in the 

public comment period and at trial, of the significant cultural similarities across 

Athabascan peoples.535 This testimony showed numerous socio-economic links across 

the region, including (but not limited to) common language and culture across "all 

Athabascan speaking people,"536 a dependence on similar subsistence foods, including 

moose and caribou,537 reliance on shared rural healthcare and social services systems,538 

and shared concerns about the quality of rural schools.539 

District 36 generally (though not perfectly) encompasses the Doyon and Ahtna 

ANCSA regions. The courts have acknowledged that ANCSA regions are indicative of 

533 ARB00811 O (Nov. 5 Meeting Tr. at 253:8-19). 
534 Jan. 27 Trial Tr. 1163:10-11 (Binkley cross); see also Jan. 27 Trial Tr. 1167:24-1168:7 (Binkley redirect) 
(the Cantwell "decision was not based on [Counsel's] advice."). 
535 E.g., ARB001793-ARB001794; ARB002086-ARB002087; ARB002257-ARB002260; ARB002261-
ARB002268; ARB002269-ARB002270; ARB002330; ARB002331; ARB003346; ARB003650-ARB003652; 
ARB003354; ARB003998; ARB004041 (public testimony discussing the integration of the Interior); Otte Aff. 
111123-27; Wright Aff.111114-21; Anderson Aff. 11116-17; Jan. 26 Trial Tr. 885:3-890:4 (Otte cross); id.at 
910:24-922:13 (Wright cross); id. at 933:17-20 (Wright redirect). 
536 E.g., Jan. 26 Trial Tr. 914:25-915:9 (Wright cross). 
537 Jan. 26 Trial Tr. 886:11-14, 888:6-21 (Otte cross); id. at 916:10-20 (Wright cross); id. at 943:19-944:3 
(Anderson cross). 
538 Jan. 26 Trial Tr. at 906:14-23 (Otte cross); id. at 952:10-25 (Anderson cross). 
539 Jan. 26 Trial Tr. at 888:16-889:6 (Otte cross). 
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socio-economic integration and may be used to guide redistricting decisions, and they 

may even justify some degree of population deviation.540 

On the other hand, Valdez argues that it is inappropriate to use ANCSA boundaries 

to guide the drawing of districts that are not predominantly Alaska Native. This argument 

is unpersuasive for several reasons. First, the border that Valdez primarily takes issue 

with-the boundary between District 36 and the coastal District 39 (which coincides with 

the boundary between Doyon and the Bering Strait region)-is in an area where the 

communities are predominantly Alaska Native.541 It is both logical and reasonable to use 

an ANCSA boundary to guide the drawing of district lines in this area of the state. Second, 

there is evidence that ANCSA boundaries are significant for non-Native residents too, 

particularly in rural areas. ANCSA regions coincide with the regions served by non-profit 

"sister organizations," which in many rural communities provide healthcare for Native and 

non-Native residents alike. 542 Finally, the evidence shows that the western border of 

District 36 is also a boundary between school districts, and that school districts are a 

primary form of local government in that region of the state.543 Given the constitution's 

explicit provision that local government boundaries may be taken into consideration, there 

is no reason the Board should disregard such a boundary just because it happens to 

coincide with an ANCSA boundary.544 

At trial and in depositions, Valdez took pains to question the Board about 

socioeconomic integration between disparate communities on opposite sides of the 

state.545 In effect, Valdez suggests that District 36 lacks socio-economic integration 

because the residents of every community do not necessarily "live, work, and play" with 

540 E.g., Kenai Peninsula Borough v. State, 743 P.2d 1352, 1359 n.10 (Alaska 1987) (citing Groh v. Egan, 
526 P.2d 863, 877 (Alaska 1974)); see a/so Hickel, 846 P.2d at 48. Indeed, ANCSA regions were drawn 
with the specific statutory intent that "each region [be] composed as far as practicable of Natives having a 
common heritage and sharing common interests." 43 U.S.C. § 1606(a); see a/so Jan. 26 Trial Tr. 941:10-
14 (Anderson cross) (testifying that ANCSA "boundaries were drawn based on the characteristics and 
similarities between peoples ... for instance, culture, language, connection to the land, traditional foods, 
to name a few things"). 
541 Jan. 26 Trial Tr. at 921:1-922:13 (Wright cross) (affirming that the residents of Nulato, Galena, Ruby, 
Kaltag, Grayling, Anvik, Shageluk, and Holy Cross are all "predominantly Alaska Native."). 
542 Jan. 26 Trial Tr. 952:7-953:23 (Anderson cross); id. at 956:8-25 (Anderson redirect). 
543 Jan. 28 Trial Tr. 1318:2-1321:25 (Brace cross on rebuttal). 
544 Alaska Const. art. VI,§ 6; see Jan. 28 Trial Tr. 1320:11-16 (Brace cross on rebuttal). 
545 E.g., Jan. 26 Trial Tr. 835:1-839:4 (Borromeo cross). 
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the residents of every other community within the district. Although it may be true that the 

residents of Glennallen do not frequently find themselves working or recreating with 

residents of Holy Cross, this fact does not defeat the socio-economic integration of the 

district as a whole. As the courts have aptly noted: 

Often the communities within such large districts are geographically isolated 
and small in population. They are not interconnected by road systems or by 
other convenient means of transportation. Such communities are not 
integrated as a result of repeated and systematic face to face interaction. 
Rather they are linked by common culture, values, and needs. The 
constitutional requirement of socio-economic integration does not depend 
on repeated and systematic interaction among each and every community 
within a district. Rather, the requirement in Article VI, Section 6 of the Alaska 
Constitution may, by its very terms, be satisfied if the "area" comprising the 
district is relatively socio-economically integrated without regard to whether 
each community within the "area" directly and repeatedly interacts with 
every other community in the area.546 

Such is the case with District 36, as the Board determined.547 

In sum, House District 36 is sufficiently compact, contiguous and relatively socio

economically integrated to the extent practicable, and is therefore constitutional Under 

Article VI, section 6. 

c) Challenge to District 30 

Mat-Su separately challenges the Board's proposed District 30. Specifically, Mat

su claims District 30 fails to "contain as nearly as practicable a relatively integrated 

socioeconomic area."548 It further claims District 30 fails to properly consider local 

government boundaries.549 

546 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, No. 3AN-01-8914CI, 2002 WL 34119573, at *61 (Alaska Super. Feb. 01, 
2002). 
547 See, e.g., Jan. 26 Trial Tr. at 838:16-24 (Borromeo cross) (testifying that the "rural interior villages ... 
don't also have enough numbers, in and of themselves, to be in their own district. So, they need to be 
coupled with other communities that are as close to socioeconomically integrated as possible, and because 
these are all rural interior villages the board thought it was best to group them together into one district."). 
548 Mat-Su Trial Brief at p24. 
549 Mat-Su Trial Brief at p24. 
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District 30 extends from the shores of Cook Inlet in the south northward through a 

portion of the Denali Borough to the edge of the Fairbanks North Star Borough in the 

north. Along the way, it picks up the city of Houston, and several communities along the 

Parks Highway as it moves north. The notable exception is Cantwell, which is placed in 

District 36. To the west, District 30 follows the borough boundaries of both the Mat-Su 

and Denali Boroughs. 

1) Contiguity 

Mat-Su does not appear to challenge the contiguity of the Mat-Su districts (other 

than 29, as discussed above), and a review of the map demonstrates that District 30 is 

contiguous unto itself. Every part of the district is "territory which is bordering or 

touching."550 All portions of the district are "bordering or touching" another portion, and 

"the district is not divided into two or more discrete pieces."551 As it did with District 29, 

Mat-Su argues the district is not contiguous because a person would have to cross out of 

District 30 and into District 36 in order to drive from one side of the district to the other. 

This argument was rejected in the discussion above regarding District 29, and is rejected 

for District 30 as well. Simply because the Parks Highway may pass between districts as 

it traverses the Alaska Range does not take away from the fact that every part of the 

district is physically connected. 

2) Compactness 

Mat-Su's Section 6 compactness challenge to District 30 principally argues the 

Cantwell "appendage" should not have been included in District 36. Cantwell is a relatively 

small town on the Parks Highway just north of the Mat-Su Borough boundary. In pairing 

Cantwell with the rural District 36 to the east, the Board cut both the Mat-su and Denali 

Borough boundaries. As discussed previously, the Alaska Supreme Court has held that 

"appendages attached to otherwise compact areas may violate the requirement of 

55o Hickel, 846 P.2d at 45. 
551 Hickel v. Southeast Conference, 846 P.2d 38, 45 (Alaska 1992) (citation omitted). 
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compact districting."552 The compactness requirement should not result in "bizarre 

designs" for districts. 

The Cantwell "cutout" or appendage was discussed above in the discussion of 

District 36, and will not be repeated here. If District 36 is compact with the addition of the 

Cantwell appendage, then District 30 is similarly compact with the area cutout. 

3) Socio-Economic Integration 

As noted previously, the Alaska Supreme Court considers all areas within an 

organized borough to be socioeconomically integrated as a matter of law.553 This is 

because Alaska statutes require a Borough, by definition, to have a "population of the 

area [that] is interrelated and integrated as to its social, cultural and economic activities . 

• •• "554 It is therefore "axiomatic that a district composed wholly of land belonging to a 

single borough is adequately integrated."555 

In this case, District 30 is composed of two adjoining boroughs - the Mat-Su and 

Denali Boroughs. By law, the two adjoining boroughs are each socioeconomically 

integrated within themselves. Mat-Su does not seriously argue that District 30 is not 
socioeconomically integrated. Instead, its expert witness argues there were better 

alternatives that provided for greater socio-economic integration.556 In fact, the expert, 

Mr. Colligan testified at trial that District 30, at least the Mat-Su portion, along with four 

other Mat-Su Districts 25, 26, 27 and 28 are all socio-economically integrated.557 

District 30, which combines the Mat-Su and Denali Boroughs, is socio

economically integrated overall. The record contains sufficient evidence to support the 

conclusion that the Mat-Su and Denali Boroughs are integrated by such ties as the Parks 

552 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 45-46. 
553 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 52. 
554 AS 29.05.031(a)(1). 
555 Hickel, 846 P.2d at52; see a/so In re 2001 Redistricting Cases No. 3AN-01-8914CI, 2002 WL 34119573, 
at *71 (Alaska Super. Feb. 01, 2002) (citing Hickel, 846 P.2d at 51-52). 
556 Affidavit of Steve Colligan ,r 60, 62. 
557 Jan. 24, 2022 Trial Tr. 377:16-380:3 (Colligan cross); see also Jan. 24, 2022 Trial Tr. 185:3-11 (DeVries 
cross) ("Q: And then, as I understand your testimony from your affidavit, you believe all of the Mat-Su 
Borough is socioeconomically integrated?" A: "Yes."). 
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Highway, the Alaska Railroad, and a shared tourism economy.558 Further, the Mat-Su 

Borough specifically requested that it be paired with the Denali Borough to fill out a portion 

of the population necessary to reach a sixth House district, and it does not argue with that 

pairing now. The Court accordingly concludes that District 30 is adequately integrated. 

Because the Court District 30 is compact, contiguous and relatively socio

economically integrated, it is declared to be constitutional under Article VI, section 6. 

2. Mat-Su's Overpopulation Challenge 

"Each shall contain a population as near as practicable to the quotient obtained by 

dividing the population of the state by 40."559 Mat-Su challenges Districts 25-30 claiming 

the Board overpopulated the six Mat-Su districts and thereby violated Article VI, section 

6 because the deviations were too high. 

Similar to the quantitative element of an equal protection analysis (discussed 

below), this provision requires any district formed by the board be "as near as practicable" 

to the ideal population arrived at when dividing the most recent census numbers of Alaska 

citizens by the available 40 house districts. While analyses under the federal standard 

and an old iteration of the State Constitution allowed de minimis deviations up to 10% 

without any justification from the board, revisions to Alaska's Constitution have removed 

such exclusions and require the board to justify any case in which population deviance is 

not minimized.560 This requirement is by and large synonymous with the quantitative 

analysis under an equal protection argument which protects the right to "one person, one 

vote" and is discussed further below. 

The Mat-Su Borough as a whole grew substantially in the last decade. From 2010 

to 2020, Mat-Su grew from a population of 88,995 residents to a population of 107,081 

residents. It represented 78% of the statewide population growth over the decade.561 

Based on the 2020 census figures, the Borough was entitled to 5.84 house seats. Mat-

558 Jan. 24 Trial Tr. 189:16-190:5 (Brown cross). 
559 Alaska Const. art. VI,§ 10. 
560 In re 2001 redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d 141, 146 (2002). 
ss1 Mat-Su Trial Brief at p5. 
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Su presented a plan to the board for an allocation of six house districts, partnering with 

the Denali Borough to pick up the balance of the population necessary to fill out six 

seats.562 

Mat-Su offers testimony from Borough manager Michael Brown and its expert 

Steve Colligan in support of its challenge. Much of Mat-Su's evidence generally argues 

that its plan was better than the final plan adopted by the Board for the six districts 

covering the Mat-Su. But simply because Mat-Su would have preferred a different plan 

does not make the Board's plan unconstitutional. It is true that the Mat-Su districts as a 

whole appear to be overpopulated. This is particularly true when compared to the average 

deviation of other districts statewide. 

The Board was focused on obtaining small deviations until it waited until the very 

end to place Valdez. Because they did not place Valdez until the end, they had 4,000 

people that had to be placed in a district. Rather than consider evenly distributing this 

population, as the evidence demonstrates, the Board dumped the population into the Mat

su, the area that had grown the most since the last census. This area had nearly the 

population to populate six districts, but the Board made the decision to overpopulate every 

district within the Mat-Su. The evidence demonstrates statewide there are only seven 

districts that have a deviation of over 2%, and of those seven, five are within the Mat-Su. 

Mat-Su's overpopulation argument stems from the Board's decision to include 

Valdez in District 29. As discussed previously, that decision was based upon a lack of 

other reasonable and feasible alternatives. And that one decision led to the final deviation 

in District 29 of 2.53%. By historical standards, that deviation would have been considered 

de minimis. With the changes in technology, the overall deviations have come down in 

the last two re-districting cycles. 

Considering the hard, but reasonable, choices the Board had to make about where 

to place Valdez, the Court concludes the population of Mat-Su's districts 25-30 was "as 

562 Affidavit of Michael Brown at fl 4; ARB 005969, ARB 005973-005974. 
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near as practicable to the quotient" as required by Article VI, section 6 and is therefore 

constitutional. 

3. Mat-Su Equal Protection 

There are two basic principles of equal protection in the context of voting rights in 

redistricting: (1) "one person, one vote," which is the right to an equally weighted vote; 

and (2) "fair and effective representation," which is the right to group effectiveness or an 

equally powerful vote.563 Mat-Su claims the Board violated its right to equal protection 

under both prongs of equal protection. 

a) One Person, One Vote 

The Mat-Su Plaintiffs allege that House Districts 25-30 in the Mat-Su Borough are 

over-populated, implicating residents' right to an equally weighted vote. But the small 

population deviations in the Final Map-just 2.66% for the most populous district the 

Borough complains of-do not come close to making out a claim for violation of the "one 

person, one vote" principle. No court decision in Alaska has ever struck down a district 

with a deviation of 2.66% or smaller, and there does not appear to be any reason to depart 

from past precedent here. 

The goal of "one person, one vote" is "substantial equality of population among the 

various districts."564 This principle is also reflected in Article VI, § 6, in the requirement 

that House districts be "as near as practicable to the quotient obtained by dividing the 

population of the state by forty."565 Under Alaska law, "minor deviations from 

mathematical equality" do not implicate equal protection.566 The Alaska courts evaluate 

deviations by measuring the maximum deviation across districts (either in a particular 

563 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 2002 WL 34119573, at *14 (Alaska Super. Feb. 1, 2002) (quoting in part 
Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 1366). 
564 Id. (quoting Reynolds v. Sims, 377 U.S. 533, 579 (1964)). 
565 See In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d 141, 145-46 (Alaska 2002) (discussing the Article VI, § 6 
"as near as practicable" standard). 
566 Hickel v. Southeast Conference, 846 P.2d 38, 47 (Alaska 1992) (quoting Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 
P.2d at 1366). 
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region or statewide)-meaning "the sum of the absolute values of the two ... districts 

with the greatest positive and negative deviations."567 

Although deviations of up to 10% were historically permissible without any 

justification, "newly available technological advances" have made it possible to achieve 

lower deviations, particularly in urban areas where "population is sufficiently dense and 

evenly spread" to allow for lower deviations without unduly sacrificing compactness or 

socio-economic integration.568 

The quantitative analysis under both federal and state constitutional analyses 

require the Board to "make an honest and good faith effort to construct districts ... as 

nearly of equal population as is practicable."569 The "overriding objective must be 

substantial equality of population among the various districts, so that the vote of any 

citizen is approximately equal in weight to that of any other citizen in the State."570 

Because of the State's stricter standard for equal protection, Mat-Su argues the Board 

must justify any failure to reduce population deviance.571 This Court disagrees. 

In the 2001 redistricting cycle, for instance, the Alaska Supreme Court found a 

9.5% deviation across districts within Anchorage to be unconstitutional but "upheld 

deviations of up to 5%" in other regions.572 In part, the Supreme Court's decision in the 

2001 case was due to the Board's incorrect view that any deviation below 10% would 

automatically satisfy constitutional requirements. Because the 2001 board made no effort 

to reduce deviations in Anchorage below ten percent, the Court said the burden shifted 

to the board to demonstrate that further minimizing the deviations would have been 

impracticable.573 Contrary to Mat-Su's argument, the Supreme court did not hold the 

board must justify any failure to reduce population deviance. 

567 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 44 P .3d at 145. 
568 In re 2011 Redistricting Cases, 2013 WL 607 4059, at *5 (Alaska Super. Nov. 18, 2013) (citing In re 2001 
Redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d at 145-46). 
569 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 47. 
57o Hickel, 846 P.2d at 47 
571 Mat-Su PFFCL at p121 (citing In re 2001 redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d 141, 146 (Alaska 2002)). 
572 In re 2011 Redistricting Cases, 2013 WL 6074059, at *5 (Alaska Super. Nov. 18, 2013) (citing In re 2001 
Redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d at 145-46). 
573 /n re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d at 146. 
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The Redistricting Board in the 2011-2013 cycle focused on achieving extremely 

small deviations across the state, resulting in a statewide total deviation of just 4.2% in 

the final map.574 The Superior Court specifically found that those deviations were "very 

low, lower than necessary to pass constitutional muster"575 and noted that the goal of 

achieving low deviations "must live in harmony with the other constitutional 

requirements."576 

Here, the population deviations challenged by Mat-Su fall within the range of 

deviations that previous courts have accepted as "minor" and requiring no special 

justification. The highest deviation of the districts challenged by Mat-Su-House District 

25-is just 2.66%.577 Among the Mat-Su Region districts, the difference between the 

highest-population Mat-Su district (District 25) and the lowest-population Mat-Su district 

(District 30, at 1.10%) is just 1.56%.578 And when compared to the Anchorage districts 

that Mat-Su points to as evidence of unequal voting power, the evidence in the record 

shows that the deviation between the highest-population Mat-Su district and the lowest

population Anchorage district (District 24, at-1.65%) is just 4.31%.579 As a measure of 

total deviation across different regions, this is within the range of constitutional 

permissibility. 580 

b) Fair and Effective Representation 

The Mat-Su Plaintiffs also suggest the votes of borough residents have been 

unconstitutionally diluted by the slight over-population of the House districts within the 

borough. But here again, the evidence supports the conclusion that that these districts 

574 In re 2011 Redistricting Cases, 2013 WL 6074059, at *5 
575 In re 2011 Redistricting Cases, 2013 WL 6074059, at *7. 
576 In re 2011 Redistricting Cases, 2013 WL 6074059, at *6. 
577 ARB007234 (Population tabulation for 2021 Proclamation). 
s1a 1d. 
579 Id. 
580 The Mat-Su Plaintiffs have also suggested that their equal protection rights are implicated by the fact 
that the Borough has seen higher rates of population growth than any other part of the state, and they 
expect this trend to continue. But anticipated future growth is not a basis upon which the Board may adjust 
the boundaries. The Board is constitutionally charged with drawing districts "based upon the population 
within each house and senate district as reported by the official decennial census of the United States." 
Alaska Const. art. VI, § 3. Anticipated future population growth-which may or may not actually occur
does not implicate equal protection issues in the Board's Final Map. 
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are the result of relatively careful balancing of constitutional criteria, not any sort of 

intentional discrimination. 

Mat-Su argues the Board failed to accomplish equal population among the districts 

statewide without justification.581 It further asserts the Board has a duty to demonstrate 

the lower deviations available to the Board in several other plans were impracticable in 

light of competing requirements. Finally, it claims the Board has not proffered any 

justification, let alone non-discriminatory motivation for its actions.582 

It is true that Mat-Su boroughs were overpopulated in several districts in the Final 

plan. It is also true that the Board had other plans before it when it went on the roadshow 

that showed lower overall plan deviations.583 But, notably, neither of the two board 

proposed plans (v.3 and v.4) had lower overall deviations than the final plan.584 Mat-Su 

argues that the over-population of its six districts was the result of discrimination against 

the Borough. But the evidence demonstrates the slight over-population of the Mat-Su 

districts results from bringing the 4,000 residents of Valdez into District 29 with the eastern 

portion of the Mat-Su Borough. As noted previously, this action was constitutionally 

permissible in light of competing§ 6 factors elsewhere.585 There is evidence in the record 

showing the Board considered the possibility of pairing Valdez with Anchorage. That 

change would have reversed the population ratios that the Mat-Su Borough complains 

about (over-populating the Anchorage districts and under-populating the Mat-Su 

Borough). However, the record shows the potential Anchorage pairing was abandoned 

because it was not feasible within other constitutional parameters, not because of any 

intent to discriminate against the Mat-Su Borough.586 The record does not show evidence 

581 Mat-Su PFFCL at p123. 
582 Mat-Su PFFCL at p123. 
583 See ARB001232 (AFFER Plan showing total plan deviation of 3.36%); ARB001234 (AFFR Plan showing 
total plan deviation of 4.79%); ARB001435 (Doyon Coalition Plan showing total plan deviation of 5.91%); 
ARB001482 (Senate Minority Plan showing total plan deviation of 4.77%). 
584 SeeARB001341 (ARB v3 showing total plan deviation ofB.9%); and ARB001388 (ARB v4 showing total 
plan deviation of 9.19%). 
585 See, e.g., ARB009210-ARB009224 (Nov. 4 Meeting Tr. at 40:2-54:17) (discussing breaking FNSB 
boundary, including implications for Valdez and Mat-Su districts). 
586 E.g., ARB009207 (Nov. 4 Tr. at 37:3-7); ARB009333-ARB009334 (Nov. 4. Tr. at 163:24-164:5); 
ARB007862 (Nov. 5 Tr. at 5:1-22). 

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan; 3AN-21-08869CI 
FFCL and Order 

Page 104 of 171 



EXC.SGY-000886

of such discrimination, and the Court concludes that the Board acted reasonably in 

making these choices. 

With respect to overall representation, the Mat-Su Borough appears to have mostly 

obtained what it asked for in its proposal to the Board. The Mat-Su Borough submitted 

public testimony stating that it wished to have six House districts587 -despite having 

population equivalent to only 5.84 districts588-and in the Final Map the Mat-Su Borough 

indeed controls six districts, four of which are wholly within the Mat-Su Borough and two 

of which also bring in population from outside the Borough.589 If anything, then, the Mat

su Borough will be slightly over-represented in the House. 

4. Valdez Equal Protection 

Valdez also challenges the Board's plan on Equal Protection grounds, asserting it 

has been deprived of fair and effective representation. As noted elsewhere, "fair and 

effective representation" claims stem from the second component of Equal Protection 

analysis. Accordingly, this claim addresses whether "the Board acted intentionally to 

discriminate against the voters of a geographic area,"590 in this case voters from Valdez. 

The right to fair and effective representation may be implicated if members of a particular 

group are "fenced out of the political process and their voting strength invidiously 

minimized."591 A voter's right to an equally geographically effective or powerful vote, while 

not a fundamental right, represents a significant constitutional interest.592 

The Alaska Supreme Court has held that the Board "cannot intentionally 

discriminate against a borough or any other 'politically salient class' of voters by 

invidiously minimizing that class's right to an equally effective vote."593 Voters within an 

incorporated area like a borough are a "politically salient class" of voters.594 It is a 

587 ARB000662-ARB000667. 
588 Borromeo Aff. ,r 14; see also Mat-Su Plaintiffs' First Amended Compl. ,r 15. 
589 ARB000017 (overview of Mat-Su districts), ARB000043-ARB000048 (Districts 25-30). 
590 In re 2011 Redistricting Cases, 2013 WL 6074059, at *11 (citing Kenai Peninsula Borough, 743 P.2d at 
1372). 
591 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 49 (quoting Gaffney v. Cummings, 412 U.S. 735, 754 (1973)). 
592Kenai, 743 P.2d at 1372. 
593 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d 141, 144 (Alaska 2002). 
594 See Kenai Peninsula Borough v. State, 743 P.2d 1352, 1370-73 (Alaska 1987) (holding that the Board 
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violation of Alaska's Equal Protection Clause for the Board to give unequal weight to 

voters because they reside within an incorporated area.595 Similarly, in the context of 

reapportionment, the Supreme court has held that "upon a showing that the Board acted 

intentionally to discriminate against the voters of geographic area, the Board must 

demonstrate that its plan will lead to greater proportionality of representation."596 

In this case, the question is whether the placement of Valdez in District 29 deprives 

the citizens of Valdez of fair and effective representation - that is the right to an equally 

powerful vote.597 Stated differently, has Valdez been unconstitutionally denied its chance 

to effectively influence the political process?598 Valdez points to the fact that citizens of 

the Mat-Su Borough dominate District 29 and constitute 78.5 percent of the population in 

District 29. It is true the population of District 29 is concentrated in the Palmer and Wasilla 

areas. Population from Palmer and Wasilla suburbs accounts for 14,306 of the total 

18,773 or 76.2 percent of District 29's population.599 Valdez accounts for 3,985 of 

District 29's population or 21.3 percent of the total population. 600 

It is certainly true the Board cannot intentionally discriminate against Valdez, 601 or 

give unequal weight to particular voters simply because they reside in an incorporated 

area.602 Valdez argues that it should have been paired with its neighbors to the north 

along the Richardson Highway, or with Prince William Sound communities with which 

Valdez is more socioeconomically integrated. While such a pairing would have been 

preferred by Valdez, and perhaps been a better fit all things being equal, such a preferred 

fit does not mean Valdez's placement in District 29 equates to an Equal Protection 

problem. 

may not intentionally dilute the voting power of Anchorage voters to retain the current balance between 
regional and Anchorage senate representation). 
595 See id.; see a/so In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 2002 WL 34119573, *29 (Alaska Super. Feb. 1, 2002). 
596 Hickel, 846 P .2d at 49 ( citing Kenai, 7 43 P .2d at 1372). 
597 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 47 (quoting, Kenai, 743 P.2d at 1363). 
598 Kenai, 7 43 P .2d at 1368. 
599 Ex. VDZ-3003 at 31, ,r 101 (Brace). 
eoo Ex. VDZ-3003 at 1221-22. 
601 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d 141, 144 (Alaska 2002). 
602 See Kenai Peninsula Borough v. State, 743 P.2d 1352, 1370-73 (Alaska 1987); see also In re 2001 
Redistricting Cases, 2002 WL 34119573, at *29 (Alaska Super. Feb. 1, 2002). 
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Valdez's equal protection claim is that its voters will be effectively drowned out by 

voters in the Mat-Su Borough. But no matter what district Valdez is placed in, nothing 

changes the fact that Valdez has only 4,000 residents; as such, it will be a minority voice 

in any district.603 Valdez's City Clerk acknowledged as much at trial, testifying that 

Valdez's population of "[a] little under 4,000" is "not enough people" to make a house 

district; Valdez must necessarily be paired with approximately 14,335 other people.604 

"[G]roups of voters are not constitutionally entitled to proportional representation absent 

invidious discrimination."605 Here, there is no evidence demonstrating that Valdez's 

representation is disproportionate within its district. Nor, in the absence of 

disproportionality, is there any evidence that Valdez's placement is the result of 

discrimination. 

The only inference of discriminatory intent that might be drawn from the evidence 

in this case is due to readjustment of District 36 to place the excess Fairbanks population 

there. Valdez points to the Chairman's refusal to split the FNSB until the last minute as 

evidence of preferential treatment of other voters. Mathematically, there is little question 

the final adjustment of the FNSB districts to put an additional 4,000 voters into District 36 

resulted in the need to move Valdez to District 29 with Mat-Su. But the evidence does not 

show the FNSB decision was made with invidious intent. Instead, the need to break the 

FNSB was recognized by at least some members of the Board early in the process, and 

they advocated for such a change in order ensure the voters in Fairbanks had a legitimate 

"one person/ one vote" opportunity.606 

Instead, the record demonstrates that the pamng of Valdez with the Mat-Su 

Borough in District 29 resulted from the need to balance the competing demands of the 

§ 6 factors across interconnected areas of the state.607 The ultimate decision to maintain 

603 See ARB004355 (2020 census population for Valdez No. 1 (1,511), Valdez No. 2 (987), and Valdez No. 
3 (1,532)). 
604 Jan. 28 Trial Tr. 1249:15-1250:2. 
605 Jn re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d at 146. 
606 See e.g., Deposition of Melanie Bahnke at p167, L 12-21 ("I was an advocate for breaking the borough 
boundary. Because of the one vote/one person, the deviation, it was a factor.") 
607 See e.g., Deposition of Melanie Behnke at p79, L 12- p80, L3 ("the whole map is interrelated. If you talk 
about one part of the state, it will have an effect on the whole rest of the state. When I talked about 
Fairbanks, ... you do one thing to one part of the map, it ripples throughout the whole rest of the state.") 
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the configuration of Valdez and the eastern Mat-Su Borough together in the same district 

was a direct result of these competing needs, not invidious discrimination. As the Board 

recognized, the placement of Valdez has been a perpetual challenge because it is in 

many ways a community with unique interests, and it is large enough to have significant 

population impacts on any district it is placed in, yet not large enough to control its own 

district.608 The Mayor of Valdez specifically testified that Valdez is "very unique" and 

somewhat geographically isolated, "a distance from everyone."609 Faced with this 

challenge, the Board chose a rational and constitutionally satisfactory option that does 

not impermissibly dilute Valdez residents' votes. 

The Court concludes that Valdez's placement in House District 29 does not violate 

Alaska's Equal Protection Clause. 

B. Calista's Redistricting Challenge 

1. Background - Redistricting Process for the Calista Region 

The Calista region was split among three districts in the 2013 Proclamation map: 

District 39 included Chevak, Hooper Bay, and Scammon Bay with Nome; District 38 

centered on Bethel and the lower Kuskokwim River; and District 37 picked up several 

Calista villages to the northeast.610 The 2020 Census data indicated that the Calista 

region had a population of 27,034, or approximately 1.47 ideal house districts.611 But none 

of the maps from the Board's roadshow managed to keep the Calista region within two 

districts. The AFFER map districted Chevak, Hooper Bay, and Scammon Bay with Bethel, 

which was accomplished by shifting Kongiganak, Kwigillingok, and Quinhagak into a 

district with the Aleutians, and by districting some villages in the Northwest Arctic Borough 

with Nome.612 The AFFR map likewise managed to district Chevak, Hooper Bay, and 

608 Binkley Aff. 111123-24; see also In re 2011 Redistricting Cases, 2013 WL 6074059, at *16 ("The Board 
admits they struggled with whether to adopt a Valdez-Anchorage-Richardson Highway District or to split 
the Mat-Su Borough twice" to create a Valdez-Mat-Su district, the eventual District 9 in the 2013 
Proclamation.). 
609 Jan. 24 Trial Tr. 275:19 (Scheidt Cross). 
610 ARB001618-20. 
s11 ARB002046; Guy Aff. 3. 
612 AR8001290-92 
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Scammon Bay with Bethel by populating the Nome district with interior villages.613 The 

Senate Minority map only districted Chevak and Hooper Bay with Bethel.614 Whereas the 

Board v.3 and v.4 maps, as well as the Doyon Coalition map, all separated Chevak, 

Hooper Bay, and Scammon Bay from Bethel in similar fashion.615 

The Alaska Native Corporation ("ANC") representing the Bethel and Kusilvak 

census areas, Calista Corporation ("Calista"),616 involved itself in the redistricting process 

early on by working with AFFER and Randy Ruedrich.617 The Board also requested to 

hear testimony directly from a Calista representative.618 In response, Thom Leonard 

submitted comments on behalf of Calista, citing District 40 overpopulation as justification 

for shifting District 38 north.619 In public testimony, Leonard noted that Calista had 

received comments 55 villages in the Bethel area and had scheduled a call with the 

Association of Village Council Presidents.620 And throughout the process, Ruedrich 

continued to engage with the Board to seek possible ways to achieve Calista's 

requests.621 

Individuals from the affected Calista villages also participated. As early as July 20, 

2021, the Village Chief of Chevak sent a letter to the Board identifying the village's socio

economic ties to Bethel.622 On August 13, Hooper Bay officials also submitted a letter 

requesting placement in the same district as Bethel.623 And in late August, Hooper Bay 

resident William Naneng testified before the Board in favor of redistricting with Bethel.624 

Myron Naneng Sr. from Bethel likewise gave verbal testimony in October on the strong 

ties between Hooper Bay, Scammon Bay, and Bethel.625 

613 ARBOO1338-39. 
614 ARBOO1526. 
615 ARBOO1385, 1432, 1479 
616 Guy Aff. 1-3 
e11ARBO1OO67 Tr. 76:8-11. 
618 Id. Tr. 12-19. 
619 ARBOO3O79. 
620 ARBOOO182. 
621 ARBOO1723, 1733-34. 
622 ARBOO2O92. 
623 ARBOOO5O1; 1788. 
624 ARBOOO154. 
625 ARB003296. 
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On November 3, the Board engaged in a lengthy discussion regarding Calista's 

request.626 Member Bahnke, removing her "redistricting board hat [to] speak as a regional 

tribal leader," opposed Calista's request on the basis of socioeconomic integration.627 

Member Borromeo also expressed concern at the notion "that one ANC's voice is more 

important than another at the regional level."628 But Chair Binkley stated his belief that 

Calista has "been just as invested" in the process as the Doyon Coalition, so "there is an 

opportunity not to exclude them from being recognized and listened to and 

accommodated. "629 

On November 5, Calista Corporation President and CEO Andrew Guy submitted 

written testimony seeking the inclusion of Chevak, Hooper Bay, and Scammon Bay in 

District 38.630 Guy also testified before the Board regarding the Calista region's history of 

being fractured into multiple districts.631 Chair Binkley noted that the Board had tried to 

accommodate Calista's request but "couldn't achieve consensus."632 He stated that the 

Board would "take your testimony into account as we look at the final product," and 

expressed his appreciation and empathy "in terms of not being able to keep the region 

intact."633 Randy Ruedrich with AFFER likewise asked the Board to consider at least 

partially accommodating Calista's request "because they are severely diluted" in terms of 

senate representation, so moving some Calista villages into District 37 would allow 

Calista to "at least start to build a small positive majority in that district."634 Upon a second 

attempt, the Board agreed to move Chevak alone into District 38 and shifted the Kenai 

Peninsula communities of Port Graham and Nanwalek into District 37.635 

626 ARB007273-7294. 
627 ARB007278 Tr. 167:25-169:1. 
628 ARB007282 Tr. 182:2-4. 
629 Id. Tr. 182:18-20. 
630 ARB002046-47. 
631 ARB007765 Tr. 87:22-89:19. 
632 ARB007766 Tr. 91:16-20 
633 Id. Tr. 91 :20-24. 
634 ARB007783 Tr. 158:24-159:10. 
635 ARB007792-7798. 
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2. Evidence Presented at Trial 

At trial, Calista presented the affidavit testimony from several individuals from the 

Calista region, as well as testimony from Rued rich as an expert witness. Each of the lay 

witnesses testified regarding socio-economic ties between Bethel and the three villages 

of Chevak, Hooper Bay, and Scammon Bay.636 Bethel serves as the Calista region's hub 

community, so most villages in the Calista region rely on Bethel for everything from 

transportation to health care.637 There are also strong cultural traditions that connect the 

whole region, such as the Cama-i Festival in Bethel.638 The first language for many people 

in the Calista region is Yu'pik, whereas in Nome that language is lnupiaq.639 The three 

villages maintain few connections to Nome, other than a barge that passes through in 

summer and some radio stations.640 

Calista President/CEO Guy referred to Chevak, Hooper Bay, and Scammon Bay 

as a "sub-region" within the Calista region.641 The Yukon-Kuskokwim Health Corporation 

maintains a sub-regional clinic in Hooper Bay. 642 There is frequent travel between the 

three villages, as well as intermarriage, but locations outside the sub-region are primarily 

only reachable by air.643 The three villages share a common food source and deal with 

similar problems, such as outdated sewer systems and education.644 While Hooper Bay 

and Scammon Bay are in the Yukon School District, Chevak is in its own school district.645 

One last, poignant sentiment expressed in testimony was that "Hooper Bay should not be 

used as numbers to meet the requirements of District 39-the Board should have looked 

at who actually lives in Hooper Bay, and who we are."646 

636 Guy Aff. 5; Leonard Aff. 3-5, 1 O; M. Naneng Aff. 4, 8; W. Naneng Aff. 6; Sundown Aff. 6-8. 
637 Guy Aff. 5; M. Naneng Aff. 4-5; W. Naneng Aff. 6; Sundown Aff. 6. 
638 M. Naneng Aff. 8; Sundown Aff. 7. 
639 M. Naneng Aff. 9; W. Naneng Aff. 6. 
640 W. Naneng Aff. 6-7. 
641 Trial Day 6 Tr. 169:14-19 (Jan. 28, 2022 at 14:38:45 Guy Redirect). 
642 M. Naneng Aff. 5. 
643 Leonard Aff. 10; M. Naneng Aff. 8; Sundown Aff. 8. 
644 M. Naneng Aff. 7; W. Naneng Aff. 3-4; Sundown Aff. 8. 
645 Trial Day 6 Tr. 150:15-16 (Jan. 28, 2022 at 14:03:11 Guy Cross); id. Tr. 156:25-167:2 (14:11:57) 
Sundown Aff. 2. 
646 W. Naneng Aff. 7. 
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Calista's expert testimony from Ruedrich outlined AFFER's involvement in the 

redistricting process and its work for Calista.647 Ruedrich explained that the purpose of 

Calista's request to the Board was "to increase the District 37 Calista Region population, 

which increases the Senate District S Calista Region population."648 This could be 

accomplished by replacing Tyonek, Nanwalek, and Port Graham with other Calista 

villages.649 He opined that including these villages from the Kenai Peninsula Borough in 

District 37 also violates compactness and socio-economic integration.650 Ruedrich also 

observed that "other than the Calista Region, the Board respected every other ANC's 

population that it feasibly could."651 

Member Bahnke agreed that Hooper Bay and Scammon Bay share strong socio

economic ties with their hub community of Bethel.652 Member Binkley noted thatthe Board 

followed the Lower Yukon School District boundary line to divide Districts 37 and 38, 

reasoning that Hooper Bay and Scammon Bay are socio-economically integrated with 

other villages in the same school district.653 The Board also attempted to accommodate 

part of Calista's request by moving Chevak into District 38, but Board Members testified 

that they did what they could for Calista within the allowable population deviations.654 

3. Analysis 

a) First Claim: (Article V1, Section 6) There Is Sufficient Evidence 
Of Socio-Economic Integration In The Record To Justify Placing 
Hooper Bay And Scammon Bay In District 39. 

Calista first argues that the Board's inclusion of Hooper Bay and Scammon Bay in 

District 39 violated Article VI, Section 6 of the Alaska Constitution.655 This claim is 

647 Ruedrich Aff. 1-6. 
648 Ruedrich Aff. 13. 
649 Ruedrich Aff. 18-19. 
650 Rued rich Aff. 12. Rued rich was not offered as an expert to testify on regional socio-economic integration, 
nor does he assert any personal knowledge of non-Calista villages. 
651 Ruedrich Aff. 16. 
652 Bahnke Aff. 14. 
653 Binkley Aff. 17. 
654 Binkley Aff. 17-18; Bahnke Aff. 13; Torkelson Aff. 38. 
655 Calista Tr. Br. 2. Calista also briefly raises the argument that it was error to include Tyonek in District 
37, but this issue is not pursued any further. The Board did receive testimony requesting that Tyonek be 
kept with the Kenai Peninsula. ARB002358. Calista also has not introduced any evidence regarding how 
the inclusion of Nanwalek and Port Graham violate socio-economic integration or compactness. 
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grounded in the constitutional criteria requiring districts to "contain□ as nearly as 

practicable a relatively integrated socio-economic area."656 Courts have looked to 

geographic proximity, cultural and historical ties, transportation connections, and 

common recreational and commercial areas as relevantfactors.657 WhileANC boundaries 

may be considered when drawing districts,658 unorganized areas have "no constitutional 

right to be placed in a single house district ... so long as each portion is integrated, as 

nearly as practicable, with the district in which it is placed."659 "A district will be held invalid 

if '[t]he record is simply devoid of significant social and economic interaction' among the 

communities within an election district."660 The term "relatively" then requires a 

comparison with "other previously existing and proposed districts as well as principal 

alternative districts to determine if socio-economic links are sufficient."661 

At trial, Calista produced several lay witnesses to "address the strong socio

economic integration of the Calista Region with particular emphasis on Hooper Bay, 

Scammon Bay, Chevak, and Bethel."662 These witnesses all testified that the three 

villages share much stronger ties with their hub community of Bethel than with Nome.663 

Calista therefore asserts that Hooper Bay and Scammon Bay should both be included in 

District 38 with their sister village of Chevak and their hub community of Bethel.664 

In response, the Board asserts that Districts 37, 38, and 39 are all sufficiently socio

economically integrated.665 The Board points out that even Calista's preferred plan leaves 

a number of Calista villages in District 39 while moving others into District 37.666 Calista's 

socio-economic integration argument thus applies equally to the Lower Kuskokwim 

villages that Calista proposes moving into District 37.667 The Board also points out that 

656 Alaska Const. art. VI, § 6. 
657 Hickel v. Se. Conf., 846 P.2d 38, 46-47 (Alaska 1992), as modified on reh'g (Mar. 12, 1993). 
658 See id. at 48 ("[W]e implied that adherence to Native corporation boundaries might also provide 
justification [for population deviations], as long as the boundaries were adhered to consistently."). 
659 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 44 P .3d 141, 144-45 (Alaska 2002). 
660 Hickel, 846 P .2d at 46 ( quoting Carpenter v. Hammond, 667 P .2d 1204, 1215 (Alaska 1983)). 
661 Id. at 47. 
662 Calista Tr. Br. 7. 
663 M. Naneng Aff. 8; Sundown Aff. 6-8; W. Naneng Aff. 7. 
664 Calista Tr. Br. 7. 
665 Board Tr. Br. 59-60. 
666 Board Tr. Br. 61. 
667 Board Tr. Br. 62. 
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Hooper Bay and Scammon Bay, as well as Chevak, have all been grouped with Nome in 

previous redistricting cycles.668 

Although Calista has legitimate reasons for wanting to shift Hooper Bay and 

Scammon Bay into District 38, those reasons do not amount to a constitutional violation. 

Whereas "respecting local government boundaries is discretionary" under Article VI, 

Section 6,669 there is no constitutional right for unorganized areas to be grouped in the 

same district. The Calista region has not organized into a borough. Thus, so long as there 

are sufficient socio-economic ties on the record between Hooper Bay, Scammon Bay, 

and the other areas in District 39, this court must uphold the Board's decision. In this 

case, all of the Calista villages in District 39 are part of the same school district and thus 

share significant ties.670 While there is less evidence of meaningful ties to Nome, there 

are some connections-including a barge that travels up the coast in summer671-and 

the fact that both Hooper Bay and Scammon Bay were previously in the same district as 

Nome also weighs in the Board's favor.672 All of the communities in District 39 are also 

connected by virtue of their proximity to the Bering Sea and Norton Sound.673 

b) Second Claim: Calista Has Presented No Evidence Of 
Intentional Discrimination And Thus Cannot Establish An Equal 
Protection Violation Under Article I, Section 1. 

Calista next argues that the Board's final plan impermissibly dilutes the Calista's 

region's right to an equally effective vote and thus violates Article I, Section 1 of the Alaska 

Constitution.674 To establish an equal protection violation in this context, the challenger 

must make "a showing that the Board acted intentionally to discriminate against the voters 

of a geographic area," after which "the Board must demonstrate that its plan will lead to 

greater proportionality of representation."675 Aside from intentional discrimination, "the 

668 Trial Day 6 Tr. 159:24-160:12 (Jan. 28, 2022 at 14:16:12 Guy Cross). 
669 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases (2001 Appeal//), 47 P.3d 1089, 1091 (Alaska 2002). 
670 Binkley Aff. 17. 
671 W. Naneng Aff. 6. 
672 ARB001619; W. Naneng Aff. 5. 
673 Calista Ex. 5002; see also Carpenter v. Hammond, 667 P.2d 1204, 1215 (Alaska 1983) (noting that 
location within "a common geographic region" also supports socio-economic integration). 
674 Calista Tr. Br. 2-3. 
675 Hickel v. Se. Conf., 846 P.2d 38, 49 (Alaska 1992), as modified on reh'g (Mar. 12, 1993); accord Kenai 
Peninsula Borough v. State, 743 P.2d 1352, 1372 (Alaska 1987). 
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division of a borough which otherwise has enough population to support an election 

district will be an indication of gerrymandering," which would then require the Board to 

provide "some legitimate justification for not preserving the government boundaries."676 

Calista argues that "the house and senate districts created by the Board dilute the 

voting power of the Calista Region and deprive residents of the Calista Region of their 

right to an equally effective vote."677 Calista asserts that the Board acted to preserve ANG 

boundaries elsewhere, and yet only Calista has been fractured into three house districts 

and two senate districts.678 As a result, Calista argues this unequal treatment effectively 

diluted the Calista region's voting power, and thus violates the Equal Protection Clause.679 

The Board responds that Calista, as "a for-profit company," is not entitled to control 

any senate seats.680 The Board argues that Calista has not shown any intent to 

discriminate, nor has it explained how its vote has been diluted to the benefit of any urban 

areas.681 The Board notes that Calista is the only ANG that has full control over a single 

house district, and that the final plan already gives Calista a majority in a senate district.682 

Finally, the Board argues that whereas fracturing a borough with sufficient population to 

control a senate seat may give rise to an inference of discrimination, no case has 

extended that reasoning to unincorporated areas or ANG regions.683 

Although Calista is correct on the facts, the Board is correct on the law. To 

establish an equal protection claim, Calista must either prove intentional discrimination or 

raise an inference thereof.684 It has not accomplished either. Instead, Calista has shown 

676 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 51 n.20; see also In re 2011 Redistricting Cases (2011 Appeal I), 274 P.3d 466,469 
(Alaska 2012) (acknowledging voter dilution claim for "voters making up only 51 percent of an ideal senate 
district"). 
677 Calista Tr. Br. 2-3. 
678 Calista Tr. Br. 1-2. 
679 Calista Tr. Br. 1-3. 
680 Board Tr. Br. 63. The Board also argues that the Calista region is not a "politically salient class," unlike 
boroughs and municipalities, and thus has right to fair and effective representation. Trial Day 12 Tr. 190:17-
22 (Board closing argument). But the Board subsequently concedes that the Calista region would be 
protected as "members of a politically salient class, Alaska Natives." Trial Day 12 Tr. 190:22-191:8 (Board 
closing argument). This court will assume without deciding that Calista can bring an equal protection dilution 
claim. 
681 Board Tr. Br. 63. 
682 Board Tr. Br. 81; Borromeo Aff. 22. 
683 Board Tr. Br. 81. 
684 Hickel v. Se. Conf., 846 P.2d 38, 49-51 {Alaska 1992), as modified on reh'g {Mar. 12, 1993). 
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that the Board did intentionally act to preserve other ANC boundaries, but it was unable 

to preserve the Calista region.685 This failure to keep the Calista region intact is relevant 

to the question whether an inconsistent application of ANC boundaries can justify 

deviations from other Section 6 criteria elsewhere,686 but it does not raise an inference of 

discriminatory intent where District 38 is comprised entirely of the Calista region, thus 

giving Calista majority representation in Senate District S.687 Calista has also shown a 

history of diluted representation.688 Whereas this is a necessary precursor to a voter 

dilution claim under federal equal protection jurisprudence, it is not actually relevant to 

the state equal protection analysis under Article I, Section 1.689 

Although the end result may appear unfair to Calista, the Board's preservation of 

ANC boundaries elsewhere was informed by traditional redistricting principles. Many ANC 

regions also have overlapping borders with boroughs, such as NANA and the Northwest 

Arctic Borough, or Bristol Bay Native Corporation and the Lake and Peninsula Borough.690 

Others, such as Doyon Limited, are bordered by organized boroughs, such as the North 

Slope Borough. But the Calista region is unique in the respect that it shares very few 

borough boundaries. Only the sparsely populated northeastern panhandle of the Calista 

region touches any neighboring boroughs.691 Where the Board accommodated "local 

government boundaries" to draw districts, it was simply complying with the language of 

Article VI, Section 6. That other ANC regions closely follow borough boundaries and thus 

remained substantially intact in the Board's final plan is largely circumstantial. The Calista 

685 See, e.g., Binkley Aff. 13. While this court believes it was highly inappropriate for Member Bahnke to 
remove her "redistricting board hat" and advocate against Calista, because the Board ultimately made a 
good-faith attempt to accommodate Calista's request and moved Chevak into District 38, any harm is de 
minimis. But cf. Hickel, 846 P.2d at 49 (noting that under Alaska Constitution's equal protection clause, 
courts will "not consider any effect of disproportionality de minimis when determining the legitimacy of the 
Board's purpose"). This result would be different if the Board adopted Member Bahnke's position. 
686 Using ANG "boundaries in districting might constitute justification for some population deviation," but 
when that criterion is not consistently applied, such boundaries "cannot justify the discrepancy." Groh v. 
Egan, 526 P.2d 863, 877 (Alaska 1974). 
687 Ruedrich Aff. 11-12. And because the Calista region only had enough population for 1.47 ideal house 
districts (as opposed to 1.51 ), Calista cannot raise an inference of discrimination as a result of splitting that 
remainder between Districts 39 and 37. 
688 See Guy Aff. 3; Binkley Depo. Tr. 231:1-234:10. 
689 See Hickel, 846 P.2d at 49 (noting that Alaska's "more strict standard" requires no "showing of a pattern 
of discrimination"). 
690 ARB000012; Calista Ex. 5002. 
691 ARB000055; Calista Ex. 5000-02. 
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region has more than enough population for a single house district, so not every Calista 

village can be grouped with Bethel without excessive population deviations. Given the 

size of the Calista region population, its geographical location, and the lack of surrounding 

local government boundaries, it was reasonable for the Board to assign certain groupings 

of villages into Districts 37 and 39 as necessary to populate those districts. 

4. Summary of Calista Claims 

Calista's first claim that Districts 37, 38, and 39 violate Article VI, Section 6 is 

therefore rejected. Calista's second claim asserting an equal protection violation is also 

rejected. 

C. Skagway's Redistricting Challenge 

1. Redistricting Process for Skagway and Juneau 

For previous election cycles, the 2013 Proclamation map districted Skagway and 

Downtown Juneau together in District 33, while Mendenhall Valley and northern Juneau 

formed District 34.692 Of the maps the Board took on its roadshow, two mirrored the 

existing districts while adjusting the dividing line northward: the Doyon Coalition and 

Senate Minority Caucus maps.693 The Board v.4 map also districted Skagway with 

Downtown Juneau while attempting to keep Mendenhall Valley intact in a donut hole.694 

The AFFR map joined Skagway in a district with Yakutat and Sitka, then it divided Juneau 

near the airport to separate Mendenhall Valley from Downtown.695 Only the Board v.3 and 

AFFER maps placed Skagway with Auke Bay and part of Mendenhall Valley.696 

The Board held the first public hearing of its roadshow in Juneau on September 

27.697 The Board specifically sought to elicit comment on "where Haines and Skagway 

belong" and whether Juneau residents believed the Board has "broken up your region 

692 ARB001614. 
693 AR8001397, 1445. 
694 ARB001521. 
695 ARB001302-03. 
696 ARB001257, 1351. 
697 ARB001699. 
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appropriately."698 Of the public testimony regarding Skagway's placement, many 

expressed support for keeping it districted with Downtown Juneau.699 And in regard to 

where the dividing line for Juneau should be, an overwhelming majority favored keeping 

the Mendenhall Valley intact by drawing the boundary at Lemon Creek, Sunny Point, or 

Fred Meyer.700 Residents also expressed support for the Doyon Coalition, AFFR, and 

Senate Minority maps.701 The only specific comment received on Board v.3 was 

negative. 702 

Although one was not initially scheduled, Skagway also requested a public 

hearing, so the Board held a conference over Zoom.703 The Board heard near-unanimous 

testimony that Skagway residents preferred to remain districted with Downtown 

Juneau.704 This testimony included Members of the Skagway Borough Assembly, as well 

as the Mayor.705 Only one individual testified for districting Skagway with "the north part 

of Juneau."706 Written comments received by the Board likewise reflected a clear desire 

to both keep Skagway with Downtown Juneau, and keep Mendenhall Valley intact.707 

On November 2, the Board began debate on which map to adopt for Southeast 

Alaska. Member Simpson, arguing in favor of Board v.3, noted that he "never understood" 

why the "existing structure has a Juneau doughnut hole," discounting the importance of 

tourism because "every place in Southeast has cruise ships going to it."708 Member 

Simpson dismissed the testimony from Skagway: "So I just-I feel strongly that the north 

end from the Lynn Canal community connects better with Haines and Skagway. I know 

what Skagway said about it. I don't know why they said that. 11709 Member Simpson rejected 

698 Skagway Ex. 2004 Tr. 11:18-25 (Sept. 27, 2021). 
699 Skagway Ex. 2004 Tr. 21:1-6, 37:25-38:6; 44:11-19; 46:20-22 (Sept. 27, 2021). 
700 Skagway Ex. 2004 Tr. 23:24-25, 25:25-26:12, 38:3-6, 41:18-20, 43:1-4, 47:1-4, 48:20-23 (Sept. 27, 
2021). 
701 Skagway Ex. 2004 Tr. 24:14-17, 32:8-14, 33:9-13, 38:9-11 (Sept. 27, 2021). 
702 Skagway Ex. 2004 Tr. 28:21-25 (Sept. 27, 2021). 
703 Cremata Aff. 15. 
704 Skagway Ex. 2005 Tr. 12:13-22, 18:25-19:3 (Oct. 27, 2021). 
705 Skagway Ex. 2005 Tr. 12:1-2, 13:21-22, 18:24-25 (Oct. 27, 2021); Walsh Aff. 16. 
706 Skagway Ex. 2005 Tr. 31:1-9 (Oct. 27, 2021). This same individual submitted written comments raising 
the same arguments. ARB002630. 
707 ARB001823, 1947, 2124, 2126, 2145, 2393, 2569, 2936-37, 3002, 3018, 3073, 3120, 3195, 3211, 3276, 
3422, 3476, 3924, 4009, 4263. ButseeARB001924, 2206, 2243, 2998, 3189, 3268. 
10s AR8008656 Tr. 90:25-91:6. 
709 Jd. Tr. 91 :15-18. 
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the Doyon Coalition proposal out-of-hand, saying that he "know[s] more about Juneau, 

Haines, and Skagway than Doyon does," and accordingly was "not giving them as much 

deference for that."710 And Member Marcum stated that she would "defer" to Member 

Simpson on the Southeast Alaska districts.711 

Member Borromeo countered that Skagway "request[ed] a special meeting" and 

the Board "heard testimony from Skagway" where "they reiterated their desire as a 

borough to remain with Downtown Juneau."712 Member Borromeo also summarized the 

Juneau testimony, "which was keep Haines and Skagway with Downtown Juneau versus 

the Valley."713 In that respect, Member Borromeo noted that the comments from both 

Skagway and Juneau differed from "Budd's point of view and how he's drawn the map."714 

While not raising an "objection" to Member Simpson's map, Member Borromeo sought 

more time to consider the Southeast.715 

At the November 4 meeting, the Board took one final look Southeast Alaska. 

Referring to "the doughnut hole version," Member Simpson reiterated that the Board v.4 

map, which connected Skagway and Downtown Juneau, "doesn't make socioeconomic 

sense to me, as a resident of those districts. "716 He also noted "that Sealaska, the regional 

corporation, said that they were fine with this approach."717 Member Borromeo 

responded: 

So this-this part of the region does still give me pause, because we heard 
from actually Doyon Coalition early on that included Sealaska that the 
boroughs of Skagway and Haines would remain with downtown. So maybe 
they've changed their mind, or at least Sealaska has. I haven't seen 
anything there, so I'll have to go back and look. 

But I do know from being in the region a couple of times and talking to the 
residents of Juneau when we held public hearing, the sentiment that I got 
from the community was that they really did want to be redistricted with 

710 ARB008665 Tr. 128:14-17. 
711 ARB008664 Tr. 123:14; ARB008665 Tr. 129:9. 
112 ARB008656 Tr. 92:4-10. 
713 ARB008660 Tr. 108:20-22. 
714 ARB008663 Tr. 120:12-15. 
715 ARB008664 Tr. 124:19-24. 
115 ARB009081 Tr. 18:1-7. 
111 Id. Tr. 18:10-12. 
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Haines and Skagway downtown. Skagway requested a special meeting 
after we had been to the region twice, reaffirmed its position that they would 
like to remain districted with downtown versus Juneau-versus the Valley, 
excuse me. 

And the weight of the testimony, in my mind, weighs in favor of keeping 
Haines and Skagway, who are currently districted with downtown Juneau, 
in the downtown Juneau district.718 

Member Borromeo noted that she had adjusted Board v.4 and "moved the boundary line 

to Sunny Point, like the residents had requested in Juneau," so that it was "at Fred 

Meyer."719 Member Borromeo reiterated that "this is just a hard one ... because we had 

such good input from the folks in the region," but she was "prepared to accept Budd's 

recommendation here" and "just want[ed] all of those concerns noted on the record."720 

The Board then proceeded to adopt Member Simpson's Board v.3 map as amended for 

Southeast Alaska with no objections. 721 

2. Evidence Presented at Trial 

Skagway presented testimony from a number of lay witnesses regarding strong 

socio-economic ties to Downtown Juneau, as well as expert testimony from Kimball 

Brace. The lay witnesses all testified that Skagway's reliance on the tourism industry 

creates a logical connection with Downtown Juneau.722 The witnesses likewise recounted 

overwhelming public testimony contrary to the Board's final plan.723 Skagway also offered 

evidence that Mendenhall Valley residents might actually favor policies contrary to 

Skagway's interests. 724 Skagway's expert witness then provided two alternative maps that 

would satisfy the constitutional criteria while at the same time respecting the wishes of 

the majority of Skagway and Juneau residents.725 Both could be accomplished without 

affecting the boundaries for any other districts.726 

718 /d. Tr. 18:15-19:10; JRDB-20211105-0900_2 at 22:00-24:00. 
719 ARB009081 Tr. 20:11-16. 
no Id. Tr. 20:20-21:6. 
721 ARB009082 Tr. 22:15-18. 
722 Cremata Aff. 6-11; Ryan Aff. 5-9; Walsh Aff. 6-11; Wrentmore Aff. 8-13. 
723 Cremata Aff. 15-16; Walsh Aff. 15-16; Trial Tr. 1871:11-1872:14 (Feb. 3, 2022). 
724 Cremata Aff. 4 (cruise control efforts). 
725 Brace Corrected Aff. 42-44. 
125 Trial Tr. 1944:15-23, 1956:7-12 (Feb. 4, 2022). 
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Member Simpson testified that due to his "residence in Juneau and familiarity with 

the geography and communities of Southeast Alaska," he "took the lead for the Board in 

drawing the new house districts for this region,"727 and that other Members deferred to 

his opinions.728 In drawing Districts 3 and 4, Member Simpson stated that he began at the 

southern border of the City and Borough of Juneau, then "drew the northern line by 

gathering census blocks moving outward from downtown Juneau, stopping when [he] had 

sufficiently populated the district."729 He described the 2013 map connecting Skagway 

with Downtown Juneau as a "Pac-Man," opining that it "never made sense to me,"730 but 

eventually conceded that that configuration was also "highly defensible."731 Instead, 

Member Simpson stated that the final map's Downtown Juneau district was "significantly 

more compact."732 Although he "made a point of listening to the public testimony," 

Member Simpson "never felt that the public testimony was a vote or a scientific survey" 

and only "took that for what it was worth."733 But Member Simpson agreed that "the 

preponderance of testimony" from both Skagway and Juneau was in favor of keeping 

Skagway with Downtown Juneau.734 Neither he nor Member Borromeo could recall any 

public testimony in favor of dividing Mendenhall Valley.735 

3. Analysis 

a) First Claim: The Board Did Not Violate Article VI, Section 6 By 
Districting Skagway With Mendenhall Valley Instead Of 
Downtown Juneau Regardless Of Socio-Economic Evidence To 
The Contrary. 

727 Simpson Aff. 2. 
728 Trial Tr. 1800:2-17 (Feb. 3, 2022). 
729 Simpson Aff. 8-9. 
730 Simpson Aff. 12; Trial Tr. 1851:4-12 (Feb. 3, 2022). 
731 Simpson Depo. Tr. 108:3-109:1. 
732 Simpson Depo. Tr. 111:1-2; Trial Tr. 1865:4-6 (Feb. 3, 2022). 
733 Simpson Depo. Tr. 153:19-154:6. 
734 Trial Tr. 1804:8-1805:16 (Feb. 3, 2022). 
735 Simpson Depo. Tr. 115:22-117:9; Borromeo Depo. Tr. 94:4-95:16. 
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Skagway's primary claim is that the Board violated the constitutional criteria for 

district borders by not including it with Downtown Juneau, with which it has greater socio

economic ties.736 Article VI, Section 6 provides that districts must "contain[] as nearly as 

practicable a relatively integrated socio-economic area." Relevant factors for determining 

socio-economic integration include "ferry and daily air service, geographical similarities 

and historical economic links."737 The qualifier "relatively" then requires a comparison with 

"other previously existing and proposed districts as well as principal alternative 

districts."738 Areas within the same municipality or borough are "by definition socio

economically integrated" with each other.739 As discussed earlier, in Kenai Peninsula 

Borough v. State, the Alaska Supreme Court considered whether sufficient socio

economic ties existed between North Kenai and South Anchorage.740 Although the 

evidence established ample "links between the Cities of Kenai and Anchorage," the 

record contained "minimal" evidence of socio-economic integration between the two 

satellite communities.741 But the Court reasoned that "both are linked to the hub of 

Anchorage,"742 and any distinction between the sub-regions was "too insignificant to 

constitute a basis for invalidating the state's plan."743 

Skagway argues that the cruise ship industry is a major economic driver in both 

Skagway and Downtown Juneau, meaning that those ports share more socio-economic 

integration than other parts of Juneau.744 Because most government offices as well as 

professional and recreational services are located in Downtown, Skagway citizens visiting 

736 Skagway Trial Br. 60-101. Although Skagway also attempts to make an equal protection argument, it is 
identical to Skagway's socio-economic integration claim and thus does not merit being addressed twice. 
See Skagway PFFCL 155-56. 
737 Hickel v. Se. Conf., 846 P.2d 38, 47 {Alaska 1992), as modified on reh'g {Mar. 12, 1993). 
13a Id. 
739 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases (2001 Appeal I), 44 P.3d 141, 146 (Alaska 2002); see also Hickel, 846 
P.2d at 51 {"[A] borough must have a population which 'is interrelated and integrated as to its social, cultural, 
and economic activities."' (quoting AS 29.05.031{a)(1)). 
740 743 P.2d 1352, 1362 (Alaska 1987). 
141 Id. 
742 Id. at 1363. 
743 Id. at 1363 n.17; accord Hickel, 846 P .2d at 46 ("In areas where a common region is divided into several 
districts, significant socio-economic integration between communities within a district outside the region 
and the region in general 'demonstrates the requisite interconnectedness and interaction,' even though 
there may be little actual interaction between the areas joined in a district." (quoting Kenai, 743 P.2d at 
1363)). 
144 Skagway Trial Br. 68-72. 

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan; 3AN-21-08869CI 
FFCL and Order 

Page 122 of 171 



EXC.SGY-000904

Juneau on business primarily conduct their business there.745 In contrast, the bedroom 

community of Mendenhall Valley shares few of those concerns, and may even hold 

conflicting priorities.746 Skagway also observes that the Board ignored the fact that public 

testimony "was overwhelmingly against" splitting Mendenhall Valley and separating 

Skagway from Downtown.747 The Board responds that Skagway is geographically closer 

to Auke Bay and Mendenhall Valley, and the ferry terminal in Auke Bay illustrates 

transportation links.748 The Board also points to case law, arguing that Skagway's position 

is nearly identical to that foreclosed by Kenai.749 And whether Mendenhall Valley is split 

is also irrelevant as "communities within a single borough are by definition socio

economically integrated."750 

To the extent that Skagway asserts that the constitutional criteria of relative socio

economic integration commands its inclusion in a district with Downtown Juneau as 

opposed to Auke Bay and Mendenhall Valley, the Board is correct. If Skagway is socio

economically integrated with the City and Borough of Juneau,751 then that holds true for 

all portions thereof.752 Skagway's arguments are effectively foreclosed by Kenai, which 

addressed nearly identical claims.753 Both District 3 and 4 are contiguous, compact, and 

relatively socio-economically integrated-Skagway does not argue otherwise. This court 

thus finds no violation of any criteria in Article VI, Section 6. 

X. HICKEL PROCESS 

745 Skagway Trial Br. 76-82. 
746 Skagway Trial Br. 72; Cremata Aff. 3-4. 
747 Skagway Trial Br. 66, 87-92. 
14a Board Trial Br. 48-50. 
749 Board Trial Br. 49. 
750 Board Trial Br. 50 (emphasis in original). 
751 In Groh v. Egan, the Court specifically held that Skagway and all of Juneau are socio-economically 
integrated. 526 P.2d 863, 879 (Alaska 1974). Skagway, of course, does not assert otherwise. 
752 Failing to keep Mendenhall Valley intact likewise has no constitutional ramifications. See 2001 Appeal 
I, 44 P.3d 141, 146 (Alaska 2002) (holding that preservation of "neighborhood boundaries" in densely 
populated areas is unnecessary when the municipality "is by definition socio-economically integrated"). 
753 However, Kenai predates the 1998 amendments to Article VI by over ten years. In other words, at the 
time that Kenai was decided, "public hearings" were not a constitutional requirement but simply a matter of 
executive fiat. Therefore, Skagway's argument that the Board wholly ignored public testimony on Skagway's 
socio-economic links to Downtown Juneau is cognizable not under Section 6 but under Section 10. This is 
addressed in a separate section. 
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The challengers raise procedural claims based on the Hickel process. In Hickel v. 

Southeast Conference, the Alaska Supreme Court cautioned against elevating the Voting 

Rights Act "so that the requirements of the Alaska Constitution are unnecessarily 

compromised."754 The Court explained how the Board must harmonize competing 

interests under the Alaska Constitution and the Voting Rights Act ("VRA"): 

The Board must first design a reapportionment plan based on the 
requirements of the Alaska Constitution. That plan then must be tested 
against the Voting Rights Act. A reapportionment plan may minimize article 
VI, section 6 requirements when minimization is the only means available 
to satisfy Voting Rights Act requirements.755 

This hierarchy became what is known as the "Hickel process."756 The Court reasoned that 

focusing on VRA considerations "limit[s) the Board's ability to consider a wide range of 

plans to achieve maximum constitutional compliance."757 Adhering to the Hickel process 

therefore "diminishes the potential for partisan gerrymandering and promotes trust in 

government."758 In essence, the Board must "ensur[e) that traditional redistricting 

principles are not 'subordinated to race."'759 But if deviations from the Alaska Constitution 

become necessary to comply with the VRA, then "the Board must endeavor to adopt a 

redistricting plan that includes the least deviation reasonably necessary to satisfy the Act, 

thereby preserving the mandates of the Alaska Constitution to the greatest extent 

possible. "760 

But subsequent decisions have done relatively little to clarify what types of actions 

or inactions violate the Hickel process. In 2012 the Court held that the Board violated 

Hickel when it began drawing districts by proactively "focusing on complying with the 

Voting Rights Act."761 The Board thus intentionally set out to "create[] five effective Native 

754 Hickel v. Se. Conf., 846 P.2d 38, 52 n.22 (Alaska 1992), as modified on reh'g (Mar. 12, 1993). 
1ss 1d. 
756 In re 2011 Redistricting Cases (2011 Appeal Ill), 294 P.3d 1032, 1034 (Alaska 2012). 
757 Id. at 1038. 
758 In re 2011 Redistricting Cases (2011 Appeal I), 274 P.3d 466, 468 (Alaska 2012). 
759 Id. (quoting Bush v. Vera, 517 U.S. 952, 959 (1996)). 
160 Id. 
761 Id. at 467. 
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house districts, one 'influence' house district, and three effective Native senate 

districts."762 The Court remanded to the Board with instructions: 

The Board must first design a plan focusing on compliance with the article 
VI, section 6 requirements of contiguity, compactness, and relative 
socioeconomic integration; it may consider local government boundaries 
and should use drainage and other geographic features in describing 
boundaries wherever possible. Once such a plan is drawn, the Board must 
determine whether it complies with the Voting Rights Act and, to the extent 
it is noncompliant, make revisions that deviate from the Alaska Constitution 
when deviation is "the only means available to satisfy Voting Rights Act 
requirements."763 

The Court also ordered the Board to make findings "that the initially designed plan 

complies with the requirements of the Alaska Constitution" before making findings on VRA 

compliance in order to "expedite judicial review."764 On the Board's second attempt, the 

Court remanded again "because the Board assumed that its unchallenged districts were 

constitutional" and thus left the majority of its prior redistricting plan intact.765 This time 

the Court clarified "that the initial map drawn by the Board should not be affected by VRA 

considerations in any way."766 The Court explained that Hickel required the Board to use 

"the Alaska Constitution's requirements of compactness, contiguity, and socio-economic 

integration ... as the primary consideration."767 

The parties cite a number of instances suggesting that the Board inappropriately 

considered race and the VRA in a manner that violated the Hickel process. On August 

24. while the Board was in a mapping work session, the Board's districting software was 

configured to display racial data at the request of Member Bahnke, including the 

percentage of Alaska Natives in any given district.768 Member Bahnke then proceeded to 

draw what would become Districts 36, 38, 39, and 40, beginning on the North Slope 

762 Id. 
763 Id. at 467-68 (quoting Hickel v. Se. Cont., 846 P.2d 38, 52 n.22 (Alaska 1992), as modified on reh'g 
(Mar. 12, 1993)). 
764 Id. at 468 n.15. 
765 2011 Appeal Ill, 294 P.3d 1032, 1036 (Alaska 2012). 
766 Id. at 1037. 
767 Id. at 1 038. 
768 Board Ex. 1021 Tr. 204:4-10 (Aug. 24, 2021); JRDB-20210824-0900_0 at 4:48:00-30 (Aug. 24, 2021). 
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Borough and working down the western coast.769 At several points she asked questions 

about why certain rural regions did not have a higher percentage of Alaska Natives,770 or 

to what extent race factors into socio-economic integration.771 The Board was also 

informed that in the previous redistricting cycle the VRA required a threshold percentage 

of 45.2% Alaska Native voting age population.772 The parties contend that the districts 

drawn in the August 24 work session were "substantially similar to those adopted in the 

Final Plan,"773 and were thus "locked in" at a very early stage.774 

The parties also note that during the last few days before finalizing house districts, 

the Board had begun referring to Districts 37, 38, 39, and 40 as the "VRA districts."775 The 

decision to include Tyonek, Nanwalek, and Port Graham in District 37 on November 4 

was likewise based on "VRA considerations. "776 The parties assert that even before then 

"the Board was fully aware of the historic VRA Districts."777 And Board Members 

expressed a desire to engage its VRA consultants "as soon as practicable" early in the 

process.778 

If the Hickel process means that the Board can never consider VRA implications 

prior to adoption of the final house plan, then the Board is clearly in violation. The Board 

heard from its consultants regarding VRA compliance of the proposed plans on November 

2,779 three days before the Board adopted the final plan on November 5.780 The Board 

made very few changes to the so-called VRA districts throughout the entire process.781 

Indeed, all of the Board's proposed plans contain identical VRA districts.782 Not only was 

the Board made aware of past VRA districts and requirements,783 it was capable of 

769 See JRDB-20210824-0900_0 at4:40:45-6:45:00 (Aug. 24, 2021). 
770 Board Ex. 1021 Tr. 204: 11-15; 287:20-23 (Aug. 24, 2021 ). 
771 Board Ex. 1021 Tr. 331:7-10, 333:20-24 (Aug. 24, 2021). 
772 Board Ex. 1021 Tr. 337:16-23 (Aug. 24, 2021). 
773 Valdez PFFCL 115. 
114 Mat-Su PFFCL 114. 
775 Mat-Su PFFCL 114; ARB008647-49 Tr. 55:12, 57:19, 64:15 (Nov. 2, 2021). 
776 Calista PFFCL 71; ARB009099 Tr. 90:16-91:13 (Nov. 4, 2021); Borromeo Depo. Tr. 258:8-17. 
777 Valdez PFFCL 116; Torkelson Depo. Tr.124:13-125:5. 
778 Valdez PFFCL 116; ARB 009932 Tr. 108:9-16 (Sept. 9, 2021). 
779 ARB000196-97. 
780 ARB000208-09. 
781 Compare ARB000012 (final plan), with ARB010765 (Board v.1 ). 
782 See ARB001342, 1389, 10765, 10821. 
783 Board Ex. 1021 Tr. 331:7-10, 333:20-24 (Aug. 24, 2021); Torkelson Depo. Tr. 124:13-125:5. 
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viewing and had racial data displayed during several public work sessions in August and 

September.784 And if anything, Shelby County v. Holder785 heightens the necessity for 

strict adherence to the Hickel process. Because VRA preclearance is no longer a looming 

threat to the validity of redistricting plans in Alaska,786 there is very little need to even 

conduct a VRA analysis post-She/by County. 

However, if the Hickel process simply means that the Board should not run any 

VRA analysis until after it has first adopted an "initial map," then the Board has fully 

complied. Although the concept of "initial map" is not defined,787 at most this term would 

encompass any proposed plans prior to the collection of extensive public comment. In 

this case, the relevant plans governed by the Hickel process would be Board v.3 and v.4. 

The Board adopted those proposed plans, thereby replacing Board v.1 and v.2, on 

September 20.788 Thus, under an extremely lenient interpretation of the Hickel process, 

the Board was free to consider VRA implications past that date,789 although any changes 

that otherwise violate Article VI, Section 6 criteria must be supported by findings that such 

changes are required by the VRA. 

The Board's understanding on the Hickel process also evolved over time. On 

August 24, the Board was informed that Hickel required the Board to adopt a final plan 

before any VRA analysis could occur.790 But by early September, the Board was 

requesting its VRA consultants to analyze the proposed plans "as soon as practicable."791 

Member Bankhe's statements throughout the redistricting process evidence a strong 

preoccupation with both VRA requirements and the percentage of Alaska Natives in rural 

784 These were the August 23-24 and September 7-9 meetings. JRDB-20210823_ 1000_0 at 05:40:00 (Aug. 
23, 2021); JRDB-20210824-0900_0 at 04:50:00 (Aug. 24, 2021); JRDB-20210907-0900_0 at 03:10:00 
(Sept. 7, 2021 ); JRDB-20210908-0900_0 at 00:40:00 (Sept. 8, 2021 ); JRDB-20210909-0900_0 at 04:30:00 
(Sept. 9, 2021 )). 
785 570 U.S. 529, 557 (2013) (striking down the VRA's preclearance coverage formula). 
786 The Department of Justice even confirmed to the Board that it was no longer accepting preclearance 
review requests from previously covered states such as Alaska. ARB000093-94. 
787 2011 Appeal II/, 294 P.3d at 1038; accord 2011 Appeal I, 274 P.3d at468 n.15 ("initially designed plan"); 
Hickelv. Se. Conf., 846 P.2d 38, 52 n.22 (Alaska 1992), as modified on reh'g (Mar. 12, 1993) ("first design"). 
788 ARB000186-90. 
789 The Board's Voting Rights Act consultants presented their analysis on the six adopted plans to the Board 
on November 2. ARB000196. 
790 Board Ex. 1021 Tr. 336:14-339:21 (Aug. 24, 2021). 
791 ARB009932 Tr. 108:9-12 (Sept. 9, 2021). 
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areas.792 She was also in charge of drawing the so-called VRA districts.793 The transcripts 

and videos of public Board meetings make it abundantly clear that Board Members were 

actively considering VRA-related issues since the beginning of the process. And the fact 

that all four of the Board's proposed plans contained identical versions of Districts 37, 38, 

39, and 40 also creates a strong inference that the Board never truly considered available 

alternatives. Accordingly, this court cannot definitively state that the Board scrupulously 

adhered to the Hickel process. 

Yet this court finds neither extreme convincing. No Alaska Supreme Court decision 

identifies a precise cutoff date after which the Board is free to consider VRA compliance 

in its decisions. When remanding final plans for Hickel process violations, the Court has 

provided only two vague guideposts: "initial map" and "primary consideration." Viewing 

the record as a whole, this court is confident that the minimum requirements of Hickel are 

satisfied. Although the Board had knowledge of the VRA and considered some data 

potentially relevant to the VRA, there is no indication that its initial maps, i.e., Board v.1-

4, were crafted with the VRA as the "primary consideration." The Board properly remained 

focused on the constitutional criteria. There is always some overlap between race and 

socio-economic integration, so that by itself is not enough to create an inference of 

improper purpose. And it should come as no surprise that the populations of rural Alaska 

villages are primarily comprised of Alaska Natives. 

Although the Board consulted with its VRA experts on November 2 before adopting 

the final house districts, this was after collecting extensive public comment on the Board's 

proposed plans.794 Even though the VRA analysis revealed that no alterations were 

required for compliance, the Board still adjusted the borders of Districts 37, 38, and 39 in 

response to public testimony from Calista's arguments on socio-economic integration. 

Accordingly, the VRA districts were never completely "locked in" until November 5. Board 

actions to move certain communities around to help with "VRA considerations" when not 

792 See, e.g., Board Ex. 1021 Tr. 204:11-15, 287:20-23, 331:7-1 o, 333:20-24 (Aug. 24, 2021); ARB009923-
32 Tr. 99:14-108:12 (Sept. 9, 2021). 
793 Bahnke Aff. 3. 
794 See ARB001015-24 (roadshow summary). 
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actually required by the VRA,795 as well as advice from counsel suggesting the Board 

avoid "drastic changes from ... [the] six board-adopted plans," particularly in the districts 

"labeled 37 through 40 and potentially districts in Anchorage,"796 may have unnecessarily 

limited the Board's options. But because those discussions occurred during the final 

process and only a few days before the Board finalized its house districts, this court is 

convinced that VRA compliance was not a "primary consideration" in the final house 

district map either. 

This Court believes that some flexibility near the end of the 90-day timeframe will 

inevitably be necessary. It is impractical to require the Board to remain blind as to VRA 

implications until the last second. For instance, if the VRA analysis did indicate that drastic 

changes were required for compliance with only a few days remaining, inadequately 

considered last-second revisions with potentially wide-ranging ripple effects would be 

inevitable. This would defeat the Hickel process's whole purpose of "diminish[ing] the 

potential for partisan gerrymandering and promot[ing] trust in government."797 This is 

especially true if the Board must leave sufficient time for public hearings on senate 

pairings. As a result, the Hickel process, as delineated by the Alaska Supreme Court, 

does not explicitly forbid the Board from taking VRA requirements into account during the 

final stretch of the redistricting process. This court declines to draw an arbitrary line where 

none currently exists. It is enough that the Board made a good-faith effort to comply with 

Hickel and postponed receipt of the VRA analysis until the roadshow's conclusion. 

Returning now to the August 24 mapping session, it appears that the primary 

purpose of that meeting was to learn the basics of the redistricting process and how to 

use the districting software.798 The video also confirms key differences from the final VRA 

districts,799 and any similarities appear to be the result of relying on the existing districts 

195 ARB009099 Tr. 90:16-91:13 (Nov. 4, 2021). 
796 ARB009078 Tr. 7:14-8:1 (Nov. 4, 2021). 
797 2011 Appeal I, 27 4 P .3d at 468. 
798 ARB000153-58, 496-536. The Board elsewhere asserts that it began drawing maps on August 24 and 
that individual Board Members used the software to draw maps between August 24 and September 7. 
Board PFFCL 55-56. 
799 Compare JRDB-20210824-0900_0 at 7:08:00, with ARB000012. In particular, there is no District 37 
mapped at this point, and future Districts 38 and 39 both stretch into the interior. 
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as a base.800 Although Executive Director Torkelson did inform the Board of the VRA 

requirements for the last redistricting cycle, this occurred near the end of the meeting, 

after mapping had concluded, and he pointed out that the number would be different for 

this cycle. 801 This discussion concluded with a reiteration that the Hickel process required 

the Board to complete "a final product before we make any consideration for the VRA."802 

Then on September 8, the Board rejected an invitation from the Native American Rights 

Fund to explicitly consider racial data when drawing maps, and the Board decided to 

disable the display of all racial data in its districting software.803 

Thus, although Board Members initially may not have understood exactly what the 

Hickel process requires, the Board made a good-faith attempt and took steps to further 

ensure compliance. This court therefore finds that the Board sufficiently followed the 

Hickel process and declines to grant relief on the basis of any de minimis deviations 

therefrom. 

XI. PROCEDURAL CHALLENGES - Due Process and Article VI, Section 10 

The parties collectively raise a number of procedural challenges. They allege 

violations of procedural and substantive due process rights under Article I, section 7, and 

also the separate procedural protections outlined in Article VI, section 10 of the Alaska 

Constitution. The parties also raise arguments under the Open Meetings Act which are 

intertwined with the Due Process arguments. 

A. Applicable Legal Standard 

The parties raise a number of claims under the Due Process Clause and the "public 

hearings" requirement in Article VI, Section 10. The concept of procedural due process 

requires "notice and an opportunity to be heard.11804 Substantive due process, on the other 

hand, "guard[s] against unfair, irrational, or arbitrary state conduct."805 In the context of 

800 Board Ex. 1021 Tr. 194:21-23 (Aug. 24, 2021). 
801 Board Ex.1021 Tr. 337:16-338:5 (Aug. 24, 2021); JRDB-20210824-0900_0 at?:07:50-08:35. 
802 Board Ex. 1021 Tr. 336:14-15 (Aug. 24, 2021). 
803 ARB010422-24 Tr. 4:20-13:9 (Sept. 8, 2021).south 
804 Haggblom v. City of Dillingham, 191 P .3d 991, 995 (Alaska 2008). 
805 Doe v. Dep't of Pub. Safety, 444 P.3d 116, 125 (Alaska 2019). 
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redistricting process, Article VI, Section 10 mandates "public hearings ... on all plans 

proposed by the board." Courts then review redistricting plans to determine whether they 

are "reasonable and not arbitrary."806 This standard of review is similar to that applied to 

agency decisions, which "consists primarily of ensuring that the agency has taken a hard 

look at the salient problems and has genuinely engaged in reasoned decision making."807 

Although the parties' due process arguments are varied,808 this court cannot help 

but notice obvious similarities between these standards. For instance, because the Board 

must already hold "public hearings," complying with Section 10 also would appear to 

satisfy procedural due process. And if the court finds that the final plan is "reasonable," 

then substantive due process is satisfied as well. But because the standard of review 

equally applies to the Section 1 O mandate, a final plan's reasonableness is also 

dependent upon the sufficiency of public hearings. This court therefore adopts a blended 

approach to the questions the parties raise here. 

As Judge Rindner previously pointed out: "The Alaska Supreme Court has never 

struck down an otherwise constitutional legislative district on the grounds that such a 

district is 'unreasonable.' Nor has the court discussed the legal standards by which the 

concept of 'unreasonableness' should be measured."809 This appears to be an issue of 

first impression. But given the importance of these procedural issues to the parties' 

challenges, this court must endeavor to articulate legal standards where none currently 

exist. Thus, to determine what it means for an otherwise constitutional district to be 

"unreasonable," this court begins by "adopt[ing] the rule of law that is most persuasive in 

light of precedent, reason, and policy.''810 Both the proceedings of the Alaska 

806 In re 2011 Redistricting Cases, 294 P.3d 1032, 1037 (Alaska 2012) (quoting Kenai Peninsula Borough 
v. State, 743 P.2d 1352, 1357 (Alaska 1987)). 
607 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d 141, 143 (Alaska 2002) (quoting Interior Alaska Airboat Ass'n v. 
State, Bd. of Game, 18 P.3d 686,690 (Alaska 2001)). 
808 To the extent that parties raise due process challenges cognizable under the Open Meetings Act, those 
claims are addressed in a separate section .. 
809 2001 Cases I, No. 3AN-01-08914CI at 25-26. 
910 Guin v. Ha. 591 P.2d 1281, 1284 (Alaska 1979). 
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Constitutional Convention and a constitutional amendment's legislative history provide 

guidance on questions of constitutional interpretation.811 

B. This Court looks to the debates from the Alaska Constitutional 
Convention to ascertain the goals of redistricting. 

Addressing the appropriate method of drawing districts, the framers believed that 

the redistricting criteria of compactness, contiguity, and socio-economic integration were 

necessary to prevent gerrymandering.812 The purpose of utilizing watershed boundaries 

was to keep communities intact, whereas roads cutting through communities should not 

serve as boundaries.813 Addressing the hypothetical question of splitting an existing 

district to create two new districts, Delegate Hellenthal reasoned that: 

it would be impossible to arbitrarily cut a line down through any election 
district, because it would violate the very clear principle that the new election 
districts must each be compact. It would violate compactness; secondly, it 
would violate the principle that they should be socioeconomic areas. It 
would be only the most remote sort of interplanetary coincidence that would 
permit an exact line to be drawn down through the heart to coincide with 
socioeconomic boundaries. It just doesn't happen.814 

Instead, Delegate Hellenthal clarified that "no priority is assigned to any one factor" 

and the redistricting board must weigh each of the criteria equally; thus, "it was not the 

intent to assign priorities to the methods, but to balance."815 

The framers also considered the purposes of redistricting and how much deference 

courts should ascribe to the redistricting board's decisions. Delegate Hellenthal described 

redistricting as "a difficult problem" where those drawing the lines must seek to rise above 

any "selfish desires": 

You have on the one hand the people of the greater whole; on the other 
hand you have the people-your neighbors, your friends who always urge 

811 See Forrerv. State, 471 P.3d 569, 583 (Alaska 2020), reh'g denied (Feb. 5, 2021). 
812 Proceedings of the Alaska Constitutional Convention (PACC) 1846 (Jan. 11, 1956) (statement of Del. 
Hellenthal). Delegate John S. Hellenthal served as Chairman of the Committee on Suffrage, Elections, and 
Apportionment 
813 PACC 1836 (Jan. 11, 1956) (statement of Del. Hellenthal) ("[G]enerally a traveled route such as a 
steamship route was not a boundary, but it was a route piercing a valley, like a highway more."). 
814 PACC 1862 (Jan. 11, 1956) (statement of Del. Hellenthal). 
815 PACC 1890 (Jan. 12, 1956) (statement of Del. Hellenthal). 
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you to help them to the greatest extent possible. And the problem generally 
is, "What can I do to help the greater good of the State?" And someone is 
going to be hurt. . . . I don't think . . . that you could please all of the 
occupants, but you just have to try.816 

Because "a conflict of ideas" would be inevitable, the framers reasoned that the 

proper solution should be "to represent the people" and determine "which method is the 

fairest concerned to those people involved."817 In light of this focus, the constitutional 

criteria existed to ensure that "the governor and the board will not run away and will be 

acting within the limits-within clear limits-and are not given wide discretion."818 In 

addition to the constitutional limits imposed on district boundaries, the framers also 

believed that "the check of public opinion, and the check of recall and re-election" were 

necessary components.819 

Incorporating these pieces, in this court's view the Board is required to seek a 

balance among constitutional criteria rather than assigning any one factor predominate 

weight. The Board must resolve redistricting conflicts by determining what is the "fairest" 

resolution for the people. The Board is "not given wide discretion" and its decisions must 

be informed by "public opinion." Rather than drawing districts based on individual 

prerogatives, the Board must make a good-faith effort to harmonize both "the greater 

good of the State" and the desires of each community "to the greatest extent possible." 

C. Legislative history from the 1998 amendments likewise informs this 
Court's view of the Board's intended role and the purpose of public 
hearings. 

Legislative history pertaining to the composition of the Board confirms that the 

legislature did not intend for Members to be appointed for their substantive knowledge. In 

proposing House Joint Resolution ("HJR") 44,820 one of the legislature's primary concerns 

816 PACC 1836 (Jan. 11, 1956) (statement of Del. Hellenthal). 
817 PACC 1890 (Jan. 12, 1956) (statement of Del. Gray). Delegate Douglas Gray served as Secretary for 
the Committee on Suffrage, Elections, and Apportionment. 
818 PACC 1839 (Jan. 11, 1956) (statement of Del. Hellenthal). 
819 PACC 1848 (Jan. 11, 1956) (statement of Del. Hellenthal); see a/so PACC 1863-64 (Jan. 11, 1956) 
(statement of Del. Hellenthal) (noting that "the governor does have discretion" but with "mandamus as a 
check; public opinion as a check; recall, and so on"). 
820 See House Joint Resolution (H.J.R.) 44, 20th Leg., 2d Sess. (1998), 
http://www.akleg.gov/PDF/20/Bills/HJR044A.PDF. 
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was removing partisan politics from the redistricting process.821 Although the precise text 

changed many times, the legislature eventually settled on language requiring Board 

Members to be appointed "without regard to political affiliation."822 Other minor 

amendments added a one-year state-residency requirement.823 And the condition "that at 

least one person should be appointed from each of the judicial districts" was intended 

simply "to guarantee geographical representation."824 

The legislative history is likewise relatively sparse on the intended purpose of 

"public hearings,"825 but the historical background provides important context. The other 

main impetus behind HJR 44 was that the Alaska Supreme Court ordered the superior 

court to draft the 1993 interim plan in Hickel v. Southeast Conference,626 and the 

legislature believed this was not "an appropriate function for the court system."827 At the 

same time, the Hickel Court affirmed that the Open Meetings Act applied to the Board but 

otherwise "decline[d] to determine whether an independent constitutional basis exists for 

ensuring public access to the Board's meetings."828 Because HJR 44 was in all other 

respects a direct response to Hickel, what the legislature had in mind by "public hearings" 

is thus informed by the procedures employed in Hickel. 

The Board in Hickel began its redistricting process by adopting policies to 

"[c)onsider public testimony, which will be incorporated into the record."829 The Board then 

"held a number of public hearings and reviewed alternative redistricting plans submitted 

by various interest groups."830 When the Court remanded to the superior court to 

821 Minutes, H. Judiciary Comm. Hearing on H.J.R. 44, 20th Leg., 2d Sess., Tape 98-15 Side B No. 0016 
(Feb. 11, 1998) (statement of Rep. Brian Porter, Joint-Sponsor). 
822 See Alaska Const. art. VI, § 8(a); Minutes, S. Judiciary Comm. Hearing on H.J.R. 44, 20th Leg., 2d 
Sess., Tape 98-45 Side A No. 0182 (Apr. 29, 1998) (statement of Rep. Brian Porter, Joint-Sponsor). 
823 See Alaska Const. art. VI, § 8(a); Minutes, H. Fin. Comm. Hearing on H.J.R. 44, 2oth Leg., 2d Sess., 
Tape HFC 98-50 Side 1 (Mar. 3, 1998) (statement of Rep. Gene Therriault, Co-Chair, H. Fin. Comm.). 
824 Minutes, S. Fin. Comm. Hearing on H.J.R. 44, 20th Leg., 2d Sess., Tape HFC 98-49 Side 2 (Mar. 3, 
1998 (statement of Rep. Porter, Joint-Sponsor); see a/so Alaska Const. art. VI, § 8(b). 
825 Minutes, H. Judiciary Comm. Hearing on H.J.R. 44, 20th Leg., 2d Sess., Tape 98-11 Side A No. 0491 
(Feb. 6, 1998) (statement of Jim Sourant, Legislative Assistant to Rep. Brian Porter) (explaining only that 
once a plan is proposed, "over the next 60 days ... there are public hearings around the state"). 
826 846 P.2d 38, 44 (Alaska 1992), as modified on reh'g (Mar. 12, 1993). 
827 Minutes, H. Judiciary Comm. Hearing on H.J.R. 44, 2Dth Leg., 2d Sess., Tape 98-11 Side A No. 1973 
(Feb. 6, 1998) (statement of Rep. Brian Porter, Joint-Sponsor). 
828 Hickel, 846 P.2d at 57. 
829 Id. at 42. 
830 Id. at 43. 
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formulate an interim plan, the superior court appointed three masters, and in light of time 

constraints, permitted only two days for the public to provide comment on the masters' 

recommended plan.831 Despite the time frame, the superior court observed: 

The public-as individuals, organizations, public bodies and public 
officials-produced an outpouring of comment on the masters' proposed 
plan. It was a gratifying response to the court's efforts to obtain public input 
and it dramatically demonstrates the importance of producing a tentative 
plan, with an invitation for specific comments about how that tentative 
proposal would work. The masters encouraged just this sort of participation 
and the court commends this procedure to future boards.832 

The superior court found the received comments "thoughtful and valuable," and in 

many instances adjusted the interim plan to accommodate "the socio-economic ties cited 

unanimously in this public outpouring."833 Although the superior court could not 

accommodate all public comments, it offered explanations detailing the constitutional 

reasons why doing so was not possible.834 The superior court also contrasted this public 

process with what had transpired before the Board, particularly in Fairbanks: 

[T]his court is unwilling to give any deference to the political process that 
led to the original reapportionment board decision relating to Fairbanks. 
That process was the most suspect of all the Board's efforts. The chair of 
the reapportionment board sent hand drawn scenarios to the executive 
director and these drawings became the basis for the eventual alternatives. 
Neither these scenarios nor the correspondence were part of the public 
record nor was it made known that the communication was occurring. There 
was little discussion of the Fairbanks alternatives in hearing transcripts. The 
chair has now announced his candidacy for the legislature from one of those 
Board-created Fairbanks districts with no incumbent.835 

The Alaska Supreme Court in Hickel likewise afforded public testimony great 

weight, declaring a violation of the socio-economic integration criteria where public 

comment was near unanimous in objecting to the split of Saxman from Ketchikan.836 

831 Id. at 64. 
832 Id. at 77. 
833 Id. (including Cordova and Eyak with the Prince William Sound district). 
634 Id. at 77-78. 
835 Id. at 72. 
836 /d. at 51 n.21. 
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In light of this legislative history, this court concludes that the 1998 amendments 

were not intended to grant the Board more discretion than it previously enjoyed. Because 

appointees are only limited by a one-year residency requirement, the legislature did not 

intend for Board members appointed from each region to be experts in their respective 

regions. The legislature's understanding of "public hearings" was also informed by the 

procedures employed by both the Board and the superior court in formulating redistricting 

plans. And the legislature likely intended to adopt the judiciary's view that public testimony 

favoring one map over another be given greater weight in the redistricting process. 

D. Federal case law applying the Administrative Procedure Act to formal 
agency rulemaking is instructive on the question of what it means for an 
agency to take a "hard look" when public hearings are required. 

The parties invite this court to consider federal case law to evaluate whether the 

Board engaged in "reasoned decision-making."837 In Groh v. Egan, the Alaska Supreme 

Court likened review of a redistricting plan to that of an agency regulation, noting that 

such review is limited to "the constitutionality of the action taken" and "to determine 

whether the regulation is reasonable and not arbitrary."838 The Court continued to apply 

the administrative agency review standard after the 1998 amendments, remanding the 

2001 plan for the Board to "take a hard look at alternatives" it ignored.839 This standard 

"consists primarily of ensuring that the agency has taken a hard look at the salient 

problems and has genuinely engaged in reasoned decision making" to determine 

reasonableness. 840 Alaska's "hard look" standard is traceable back to federal case law. 841 

Thus, federal case law applying the "hard look" standard of review to agency actions 

837 Skagway PFFCL 17-19. 
838 526 P.2d 863, 866 (Alaska 1974). 
839 2001 Appeal I, 44 P.3d 141, 145 (Alaska 2002). 
840 Id. at 143 n.5 (quoting Interior Alaska Airboat Ass'n v. State, Bd. of Game, 18 P.3d 686, 690 (Alaska 
2001). 
841 See Se. Alaska Conservation Council, Inc. v. State, 665 P.2d 544, 549 (Alaska 1983) (quoting Harold 
Leventhal, Environmental Decision Making and the Role of the Courts, 122 U. PA. L. REV. 509, 511 (1974) 
(discussing Greater Bos. Television Corp. v. F.C.C., 444 F.2d 841,858 (D.C. Cir.1970))). 
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requiring public comment, such as notice-and-comment rulemaking under the federal 

Administrative Procedure Act ("APA"),842 may provide some guidance on this question.843 

The U.S. Supreme Court has explained that in the context of "notice-and-comment 

rulemaking," the "agency must consider and respond to significant comments received 

during the period for public comment."844 In a variety of contexts, the D.C. Circuit has 

clarified that an agency must "respond to 'significant points' and consider 'all relevant 

factors' raised by the public comments" to satisfy the "hard look" standard.845 

Accordingly, an agency must respond to comments "that can be thought to 

challenge a fundamental premise" underlying the proposed agency decision. An agency 

need not "discuss every item of fact or opinion included in the submissions made to it." 

An agency's response to public comments, however, must be sufficient to enable the 

courts "to see what major issues of policy were ventilated ... and why the agency reacted 

to them as it did." Even when an agency "has significant discretion in deciding how much 

weight to accord each statutory factor," that does not mean it is "free to ignore any 

individual factor entirely."846 

Although an agency need not respond to all public comments, at the very least it 

is "required to respond to significant comments that cast doubt on the reasonableness of 

the rule the agency adopts."847 Examining this standard, commentators have argued that 

an agency may act unreasonably "by virtually ignoring the mass of public comments that 

842 See 5 U.S.C. § 553(c) ("After notice required by this section, the agency shall give interested persons 
an opportunity to participate in the rule making through submission of written data, views, or arguments 
with or without opportunity for oral presentation. After consideration of the relevant matter presented, the 
agency shall incorporate in the rules adopted a concise general statement of their basis and purpose."). 
843 The Alaska Supreme Court has likewise looked to federal decisions applying the APA in the context of 
determining "the sufficiency of notice and comment in the analogous context of promulgation of agency 
regulations." Trustees for Alaska v. State, Dep't of Nat. Res., 795 P.2d 805, 808 (Alaska 1990) (discussing 
BASF Wyandotte Corp. v. Castle, 598 F.2d 637,642 (1st Cir. 1979)). 
844 Perez v. Mortg. Bankers Ass'n, 575 U.S. 92, 96, 135 S. Ct. 1199, 1203, 191 L. Ed. 2d 186 (2015) (citing 
Citizens to Preserve Overton Park, Inc. v. Volpe, 401 U.S. 402, 416 (1971)); cf. Moore v. State, 553 P.2d 
8, 35 n.19 (Alaska 1976) (adopting Overton Park). 
845 Carlson v. Postal Regu/. Comm'n, 938 F.3d 337, 344 (D.C. Cir. 2019) (quoting Home Box Office, Inc. v. 
FCC, 567 F.2d 9, 35-36 (D.C. Cir. 1977)). 
846 /d. (citations omitted) (first quoting MC/ WorldCom, Inc. v. FCC, 209 F.3d 760, 765 (D.C. Cir. 2000); then 
quoting Del. Dep't of Nat. Res. & Envtl. Control v. EPA, 785 F.3d 1, 17 (D.C. Cir. 2015); and then quoting 
Tex. Oil & Gas Ass'n v. EPA, 161 F.3d 923, 934 (5th Cir. 1998)). 
847 Baltimore Gas & E/ec. Co. v. United States, 817 F.2d 108, 116 (D.C. Cir. 1987). 
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it received," particularly when weighed against "the number of public commenters, the 

seeming universality of their opinions, and the [agency's] statutory relationship with the 

public interest."848 

In this respect, federal case law applying the "hard look" standard of review to 

notice-and-comment agency rulemaking may not go far enough. The policy rationale 

behind requiring an agency to respond to public comment is to ensure that the final rule 

is "based on a consideration of the relevant factors."849 Agencies are typically afforded 

"an extreme degree of deference" when they are "evaluating scientific data within [their] 

technical expertise."850 But redistricting is not a science and Board appointees are not 

experts.851 The Board consists of five (supposedly non-partisan) appointees from different 

judicial districts with only a one-year residency requirement. Where the whole purpose of 

the Board is to elicit and incorporate public comment into the final plan, the policy rationale 

for limiting the types of comments to which the board must respond effectively crumbles. 

E. Precedent, reason, and policy considerations for interpreting 
"reasonableness" in light of the Article VI, Section 10 "public hearings" 
requirement and other changes from the 1998 amendments. 

Alaska Supreme Court precedent supports adopting a broad interpretation of 

Article VI to effectuate the peoples' will as expressed by the 1998 amendments. In In re 

2001 Redistricting Cases, the Court confronted population deviations of 9.5% between 

districts in Anchorage.852 The Court began by noting that the federal Equal Protection 

Clause already requires the Board to "make an 'honest and good faith effort to construct 

848 Note, Mary M. Underwood, On Media Consolidation, the Public Interest, and Notice and Agency 
Consideration of Comments, 60 ADMIN. L. REV. 185, 204-05 (2008). 
849 Baltimore, 817 F.2d at 116 (quoting Thompson v. Clark, 741 F.2d 401,409 (D.C.Cir.1984)). 
850 Huls Am. Inc. v. Browner, 83 F.3d 445, 452 (D.C. Cir. 1996) (quoting Int'/ Fabricare Inst. v. USEPA, 972 
F.2d 384, 389 (D.C.Cir.1992). 
851 In prior cases the Alaska Supreme Court reasoned that "determining population is an inexact science, 
with agency expertise implicated at each step of the determination process," and thus deferred to related 
agency decisions. Matanuska-Susitna Borough v. Hammond, 726 P.2d 166, 175 (Alaska 1986) (citing Egan 
v. Hammond, 502 P.2d 856 (Alaska 1972)). But the Board no longer plays any role in determining the 
state's population. Alaska Const. art. VI, § 3 ("Reapportionment shall be based upon the population within 
each house and senate district as reported by the official decennial census of the United States."). 
852 2001 Appeal/, 44 P.3d 141, 145 (Alaska 2002) 
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districts ... as nearly of equal population as is practicable."'853 The Court then addressed 

how the 1998 amendments altered the standard for evaluating equal population: 

Before article VI, section 6, was amended in 1998, maximum deviations 
below ten percent were insufficient, without more, to make out a prima facie 
case that a plan or part thereof was unconstitutional. Section 6 was 
amended in 1998 and the present constitutional standard is equality of 
population "as near as practicable." Newly available technological advances 
will often make it practicable to achieve deviations substantially below the 
ten percent federal threshold, particularly in urban areas. Accordingly, 
article VI, section 6 will in many cases be stricter than the federal threshold. 
Here the board believed that deviations within ten percent in Anchorage 
automatically satisfied constitutional requirements; plaintiffs established 
that the board failed to make any attempt to further minimize the Anchorage 
deviations. 

Because, as the board's counsel conceded at oral argument, the board 
made no effort to reduce deviations in Anchorage below ten percent, the 
burden shifted to the board to demonstrate that further minimizing the 
deviations would have been impracticable in light of competing 
requirements imposed under either federal or state law. We conclude that 
the board failed to offer an acceptable justification for the Anchorage 
deviations . 

. . . Accordingly, the Anchorage deviations are unconstitutional, and require 
the board on remand to make a good faith effort to further reduce the 
deviations. 854 

In other words, the Court interpreted the added language in Section 6 as imposing 

a "good faith effort" standard beyond what previously existed, even though the language 

itself did not clearly mandate such a result. 855 Rather, the Court's holding implies that the 

act of amending the constitution itself holds significance. The Court's reliance on 

"technological advances" when determining how much leeway to grant the Board is also 

relevant. 

This interpretative approach is equally applicable here. When the legislature added 

the "public hearings" requirement in Section 10, and the people subsequently ratified that 

language, it cannot be said that the intent was simply to maintain the status quo. The 

853 Id. at 145 n.11 (quoting Reynolds v. Sims, 377 U.S. 533, 577 (1964)). 
654 Id. at 145-46. 
855 See id. at 151 (Carpenti, J., dissenting) (contrasting "at least equal" with "as near as practicable"). 
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amendment itself holds import. Technological advances have also made it much easier 

for the Board to elicit public comment directly from affected communities, even without 

being physically present. If the Board must "make a good faith effort" regarding 

compliance with Section 6 criteria beyond what pre-1998 case law found acceptable, then 

that extends equally to compliance with Section 10. 

Reason likewise appears to favor such an interpretation. Judge Rindner previously 

opined that "the choice among alternative plans that are otherwise constitutional is for the 

Board."856 But no court has attempted to factor in the relevance of the 1998 amendments 

to the standard of review. In this court's view, those amendments effectively altered the 

applicable standard of review in two respects. On one hand, the Board is no longer a 

purely advisory one answerable to the governor; appointment power is now vested in 

each branch of government,857 and the governor cannot alter any aspects of the final plan 

after adoption.858 As a result, many of the previous "checks" on redistricting the framers 

contemplated are no longer in force,859 aside from bringing a judicial challenge.860 On the 

other hand, by mandating "public hearings" for all proposed plans,861 the 1998 

amendments greatly elevated the public's role in the redistricting process. The legislature 

adopted HJR 44 to make redistricting a less partisan process,862 but at no point did the 

legislature contemplate disrupting the framers' delicate checks and balances.863 Quite to 

the contrary, Section 10 not only codifies but expands the framers' "check of public 

856 2001 Cases I, No. 3AN-01-08914CI, at26 (Alaska Super., Feb. 01, 2002); accord In re 2011 Redistricting 
Cases, 294 P.3d 1032, 1037 (Alaska 2012) ("We may not substitute our judgment as to the sagacity of a 
redistricting plan for that of the Board, as the wisdom of the plan is not a subject for review."). 
857 Alaska Const. art. VI, § 8 (providing the governor with two appointments, the presiding officers of the 
house and senate with one each, and the final with the Chief Justice). 
858 Alaska Const. art. VI,§ 10. 
859 See PACC 1848 (Jan. 11, 1956) (statement of Del. Hellenthal) (noting checks such as "public opinion" 
and the threat of "recall"). 
860 Alaska Const. art. VI, § 11. 
861 Alaska Const. art. VI, § 1 0. 
862 See Minutes, H. Judiciary Comm. Hearing on H.J.R. 44, 20th Leg., 2d Sess., Tape 98-15 Side B No. 
0475 (Feb. 11, 1998) (statement of Rep. Green, Vice Chairman, H. Judiciary Comm.) (summarizing the 
committee's intent to make redistricting "more neutral and fair''). 
863 See id. at No. 0016 (statement of Rep. Porter, Joint-Sponsor) (acknowledging that "the weight of this 
constitutional amendment is substantial, because the change from one system to another affects many 
sections of the constitution," while reiterating his belief that HJR 44 would not upend the structure beyond 
"the shift from the governor appointing the board to a bipartisan representation of the legislature"). 
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opinion" in the form of mandatory "public hearings." In other words, the Board is no longer 

the ultimate arbiter of reasonableness; that power is shared with the people. 

Because the Board is no longer directly answerable to any elected official, there is 

nobody for the people to hold accountable for a skewed redistricting process. An apt 

comparison is the municipal rezoning process: both involve the drawing of maps that may 

adversely affect important individual rights, and both are reviewed under the deferential 

"arbitrary and capricious" standard.864 As a result of this deference, one oft-stated truism 

about unpopular rezoning decisions is that "the remedy is the ballot box, not the courts."865 

To rephrase, if citizens disagree with their elected representatives' voting patterns, they 

can vote them out. That remedy is unavailable here. 866 But because the 1998 

amendments had to be ratified by a majority of the people,867 it is incomprehensible that 

the people-without clear notice-agreed to waive their constitutional check on the 

redistricting process. Accordingly, the public must have other means of checking 

redistricting abuses. 

And because the Board's constitutional role is to hold public hearings, and thus 

elicit public testimony, only the public can truly determine whether that process was 

arbitrary and capricious. To be sure, the courts have always had a role, and must always 

determine constitutional compliance. But the courts can also enforce the public's 

determination. The legislature appears to have implicitly understood this balance.868 And 

yet the Board asserts that it satisfied Section 10 by adopting two proposed "draft" maps 

within the 30-day deadline-Board v.1 and v.2-and then by holding two public hearings 

864 See Griswo/dv. City of Homer, 925 P.2d 1015, 1019-20 (Alaska 1996); 1 RATHKOPF'STHE LAW OF ZONING 
AND PLANNING§ 3:15, Westlaw (database updated Nov. 2021). 
865 Robinson v. City of Bloomfield Hills, 86 N.W.2d 166, 169 (Mich. 1957); see a/so Griswold, 925 P.2d at 
1019 ("[l]t is the role of elected representatives rather than the courts to decide whether a particular statute 
or ordinance is a wise one."). 
866 Only the governor is directly elected by the people-the presiding officers of the house and senate are 
chosen by the respective legislative body, and the chief justice is appointed by the governor (presumably 
not the same governor). In debating HJR 44, the legislature expressed concern that "judges could be put 
in the position of standing against a recall election if reapportionment does not satisfy everyone." Minutes, 
H. Fin. Comm. Hearing on H.J.R. 44, 20th Leg., 2d Sess., Tape HFC 98-50 Side 1 (Mar. 3, 1998) (statement 
of Rep. Davies, Member, H. Fin. Comm.). 
867 See Alaska Const. art. 13, § 1. 
868 See Minutes, H. Judiciary Comm. Hearing on H.J.R. 44, 20th Leg., 2d Sess., Tape 98-15 Side B No. 
0241 (Feb. 11, 1998) {statement of Rep. Bunde, Vice Chairman, H. Judiciary Comm.) ("[T]he check and 
balance here is that if [the plan] is skewed, people will be standing in line to file suit, and the court will act."). 
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on September 17 and 20, 2021.869 The Board conveniently ignores that it "replaced" both 

Board v.1 and v.2 on September 20.870 The Board's preferred interpretation would thus 

effectively render the "public hearings" requirementsuperfluous.871 If the Board could hold 

public hearings but with no intent to ever listen to or incorporate public comments in the 

first place, then what purpose would those public hearings serve? 

Finally, the policy goals of Article VI, Section 10 are better served by a rule that 

requires the Board to make a good-faith attempt to accommodate the will of the people. 

As noted above, the primary purpose of HJR 44 was "to get partisan politics out of the 

process."872 This policy is clearly expressed in Section 8, which states that appointments 

to the Board "shall be made without regard to political affiliation."873 But the specter of a 

"partisan gerrymander" always looms in the background where Board Members 

appointed by the political branches make decisions contrary to the will of the people or 

fail to offer adequate explanation. 874 Instead, whether the clear weight of public comment 

favors one concept over another is an objective standard that can easily be measured. 

869 Board PFFCL 170. In the Board's view, apparently, everything beyond that date was gratuitous. But the 
Board offers no cogent rationale for such a narrow interpretation. Although the Board cites Judge Rindner's 
2002 opinion in support, this comparison lacks critical context. The issue there was whether the Board 
violated Section 1 O by adopting late-filed maps that were never discussed over the course of 21 public 
hearings, of which one became the basis for the Board's final plan. 2001 Cases I, No. 3AN-01-08914CI, at 
32-34 (Alaska Super., Feb. 01, 2002). Judge Rindner found no constitutional violation because the final 
plan "was an evolution of various other plans," as opposed to "a radical departure from plans that had been 
the subject of public comment." Id. at 86 n.40. In other words, the Board satisfied its constitutional mandate 
because it "made a good faith effort to adopt a constitutional plan" and to ""encourage[] public participation," 
id. at 42, despite "technological problems" and other limitations. Id. at 38. As Judge Rindner observed, 
Section 10 does not impose any numerical requirement on public hearings, but whether the Board actually 
made a good-faith effort is evaluated on a case-by-case basis. 
870 ARB000190; see a/so Simpson Depo. Tr. 41 :17-24 ("I did not know if [Board v.1] was formally replaced 
or if it was just supplemented with the later version .... [I] t was basically obsolete, as far as we were 
concerned .... "). 
871 See Kodiak Island Borough v. Exxon Corp., 991 P.2d 757, 761 (Alaska 1999) (noting that courts must 
presume "that no words or provisions are superfluous" when interpreting a statute). 
872 Minutes, H. Fin. Comm. Hearing on H.J.R. 44, 20th Leg., 2d Sess., Tape HFC 98-49 Side 2 (Mar. 3, 
1998) (statement of Rep. Porter, Joint-Sponsor). 
873 Alaska Const. art. VI, § 8(a). But as this redistricting cycle has shown, it may be impossible to expect 
the political branches to ever disregard "political affiliation" with their appointments. See Binkley Depo. Tr. 
24:19-26:4 (former Republican gubernatorial candidate); Marcum Depo. Tr. 179:13-15 (Republican party 
officer); Simpson Depo. Tr. 209:5-210:12 (lifelong Republican). 
874 See, e.g., In re 2001 Redistricting Cases (2001 Appeal//), 47 P.3d 1089, 1094 (Alaska 2002) (addressing 
allegation that final plan favored Democrats over Republicans). Many of the challenges in this redistricting 
cycle likewise have spawned from the appearance of partisanship. 

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan; 3AN-21-08869CI 
FFCL and Order 

Page 142 of 171 



EXC.SGY-000924

By requiring the Board to either accommodate the clear weight of public opinion or explain 

why it cannot, the danger of hidden partisan agendas is removed. 

In light of the aforementioned legislative history and debates from the 

Constitutional Convention, as well as a consideration of precedent, reason, and policy, 

this court believes that a "good-faith effort" standard ensures constitutional compliance to 

the greatest extent practicable. In other words, the spirit of Article VI, Section 10, if not 

the plain text, compels the Board to present the public with a number of equally 

constitutional redistricting plans and then let the people have a say about which plan they 

prefer.875 While the Board need not respond to every single comment received, the Board 

must make a good-faith effort to consider and incorporate the clear weight of public 

comment, unless state or federal law requires otherwise. Board Members are public 

servants, not regional experts, so beyond the initial map-drawing phase the Board must 

give some deference to the public's judgment. If the Board adopts a final plan contrary to 

the preponderance of public testimony, it must state on the record legitimate reasons for 

its decision. Due process likewise requires the Board to make a good-faith attempt to 

comply with the procedures it has adopted for itself, as long as those procedures are not 

preempted by applicable state or federal law. 

F. Regional Applications 

1. Skagway: The Board made no good-faith attempt to incorporate or 
respond to public testimony from Skagway and Juneau but instead 
allowed one Board Member to draw the boundary lines for Districts 3 
and 4 based on a narrow view of compactness. 

Skagway raises both due process and Article VI, Section 10 claims.876 Skagway 

argues that "the Board failed to adequately consider the views and preferences it did 

receive" related to Skagway, and thus the resulting final plan is "arbitrary and irrational."877 

Skagway also asserts that "the overwhelming public comment support[ed] continuing to 

875 Individual Board Members, at least in theory, appear to have been aware of their role. Jan. 27, 2022 
Trial Tr. 1032:12-1033:11 (Simpson Cross) ("The purpose of adopting [multiple plans] was to encourage a 
variety of public comment and to provide a number of options that people could look at and sort of pick and 
choose their way through what they liked or didn't like about any of them."). 
e1s Skagway Trial Br. 15-25. 
877 Skagway Am. Comp(. 4-6. 

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan; 3AN-21-08869CI 
FFCL and Order 

Page 143 of 171 



EXC.SGY-000925

district Skagway and Haines with downtown Juneau," and yet the Board drew "an arbitrary 

line through the middle of the Mendenhall Valley community" due to "the strong personal 

and unsupported opinion of Board Member Simpson."878 

In the Board's final plan, Member Simpson "took the lead" for drawing districts in 

SoutheastAiaska.879 Member Simpson testified that the existing house districts in Juneau 

are "much-less compact," and that based on his "experience and knowledge of Southeast 

Alaska, pairing Skagway with downtown Juneau never made sense."880 Member Simpson 

stated that he started drawing District 4 at the southern borough boundary for Juneau,881 

then he "drew the northern line by gathering census blocks moving outward from 

downtown Juneau, stopping when [he] had sufficiently populated the district" while trying 

"to make the line as straight as possible in light of the population and compactness 

goals."882 Despite his dislike for the existing districts, which paired Skagway with 

Downtown Juneau, 883 Member Simpson acknowledged that both his version and the 2013 

districts are "highly defensible."884 He also recalled public testimony: 

The question of splitting the Valley in half wasn't brought up one way or the 
other. Most people in the downtown area preferred keeping the existing 
arrangement. They did not talk about where the Valley would be split. 

Some people did weigh in that splitting, like around Fred Meyer or 
something, made sense to them. I recall some of that. But I don't think 
anybody ever split the Valley in half, only because it just didn't come up in 
that context. 885 

Member Simpson could recall only one individual from Skagway who testified in 

favor of being districted with Auke Bay886-all others preferred Downtown Juneau. 887 

878 Skagway Trial Br. 61. 
879 Simpson Aff. 2. 
880 Simpson Aff. 12 
881 Simpson Depo. 103:2-7. 
882 Simpson Aff. 8-9. 
883 ARB001614. 
884 Simpson Depo. 109:8-10. 
885 Simpson Depo. 116:7-18. 
886 Simpson Depo. 119:17-19. 
887 Simpson Depo. 117:21-120:12; see a/so Skagway Ex. 2005 Tr. 12:3-30:11 (Oct. 27, 2021). 
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Member Simpson's testimony before this court also reflects a misunderstanding of 

the role of the Board and public hearings. He opines that he was entitled to use his own 

judgment based on his own experience of living in Southeast Alaska.BBB But Member 

Simpson acknowledges that any substantive knowledge was not why he was chosen; 

instead, "they were looking for a Republican from Southeast," which he described as a 

"short list."889 Nor was he appointed for his knowledge of redistricting, as Member 

Simpson made a few attempts to use the software, but quickly determined it was easiest 

to let staff draw the maps.B90 Although the Board's decisions are ultimately reviewed with 

the deference afforded an administrative agency, Member Simpson's personal views and 

opinions are entitled to no additional constitutional deference. 

When the Board adopted the maps for Districts 3 and 4, districting Skagway with 

Mendenhall Valley and Auke Bay, it provided no clear basis for ignoring public testimony 

from Skagway and Juneau on the issue. Member Simpson opined that his District 3 was 

"more compact and more socioeconomically connected," whereas Member Borromeo's 

version "doesn't make socioeconomic sense to me, as a resident of those districts."891 

Based on her statements at that time and her later testimony, Member Borromeo 

appeared to harbor doubts about the reasonableness of Member Simpson's process. And 

yet, despite awareness of the lack of any good-faith attempt to incorporate public 

testimony, the Board ultimately deferred to Member Simpson's personal opinions.B92 

This Court is somewhat troubled by this practice of assigning each member a 

region and ultimately deferring to those Members' judgment on their assigned regions.693 

This regional or individual division of responsibility for drafting maps was even addressed 

888 Trial Tr. 1848:14-18; 1864:16-19 (Feb. 3, 2022); Simpson Aff. 3, 12. 
889 Trial Tr. 1725:15-1727:16 (Feb. 3, 2022); Simpson Depa. 210:9-12. The challengers have not raised 
any claims under the "political affiliation" clause. Alaska Const. art. VI, § 8. 
890 Trial Tr. 1813:3-12 (Feb. 3, 2022). 
891 ARB009080 Tr. 17:16; ARB009081 Tr. 18:5-7. 
892 ARB009081-82 Tr. 18:15-22:18; Trial Day 10 Tr. 83:1-9 (11:31:41) (Simpson Cross). 
893 It appears that the Board adopted this practice both as a matter of expedience and as a show of respect 
to the other Board Members. Despite good intentions, this practice resulted in a loss of focus on what should 
have been the Board's priorities. Although the Board must produce a final plan that satisfies the 
constitutional requirements, it must also ensure that the process it employs along the way is ultimately 
reasonable. This includes the manner by which Board Members listen and respond to public testimony. 
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and discouraged early in the Board's mapping process.894 No such mandate exists as a 

matter of statutory or constitutional law. And as noted above, the legislature never 

intended for Board members to be experts for their regions. The whole purpose of public 

hearings is to find out what the people prefer-it should not be a meaningless exercise. 

The Board effectively concedes that Member Simpson made no attempt to 

accommodate the clear weight of public testimony.895 Instead, the Board points to just 

four comments that supported Member Simpson's version of Districts 3 and 4.896 The 

Board also boasts that several of the Members "are life-long Alaskans, and the Board 

brings over 200 collective years of experience in and throughout Alaska."897 Testimony 

before this court revealed a number of instances where the process worked as intended, 

and the Board adjusted its proposed maps in response to public testimony.898 Where that 

process was not followed, however, appears to be where individual Board Members had 

a personal stake in the decision-making process and believed that they knew better than 

the people. 

In light of the whole record, Skagway has shown that the Board ignored the clear 

weight of public testimony from Skagway and Juneau when it adopted Districts 3 and 4. 

Neither Member Borromeo's deference to the personal preferences of Member Simpson, 

nor Member Simpson's myopic focus on the single criteria of compactness constitute 

reasonable explanations for ignoring public testimony. The Board had multiple options 

available that would have satisfied both Skagway's and Juneau's reasonable requests, 

and Skagway has shown at trial that those requests can still be accommodated without 

affecting the boundaries of any other districts. More than anything, the Board's closing 

argument does little to instill confidence. To each of Skagway's points, the Board replied: 

"So what?"899 This is not the response the people should expect to receive from the public 

entity in charge of redistricting and constitutionally required to hold public hearings. Nor 

894 ARB000156-58. 
895 Board PFFCL at 21-26. 
896 Board PFFCL at 85-86 n. 559. The Board does not state that it relied on these specific comments in 
adopting Districts 3 and 4, nor does the Board explain how these comments are more persuasive. 
897 Board PFFCL at 3. But as explained above, that is not the Board's role. 
898 See, e.g., Day 10 Trial Tr. 120:16-131:17 (13:50:32) (Simpson Redirect) (describing the Board's 
incorporation of public feedback from Homer). 
899 Trial Day 12 Tr. 225:1-13 (Feb. 11, 202216:05:15:20) (Board closing argument). 
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is this response indicative of a rational decision-making process. Skagway's unsuccessful 

trial arguments aside, the Board is nonetheless obligated to make a good-faith attempt to 

incorporate the public testimony of Alaska citizens. It simply did not. The Board therefore 

failed to take a hard look at Districts 3 and 4. 

2. Mat-SuNaldez 

As for Mat-SuNaldez, as discussed earlier, the Board did take a "hard look" at the 

issue of where to put Valdez and certainly did not ignore public testimony. The Board 

essentially began and ended the house districting with Valdez. Instead, the Board was 

simply unable to find a way to fulfill those requests while still meeting constitutional 

requirements elsewhere. Although this may have been affected by the order in which it 

addressed certain regions on the map first, thus not keeping all of its options open, the 

Board acted reasonably in its ultimately doomed efforts to keep Mat-SuNaldez separate. 

3. Calista 

Calista did not raise any procedural claims, but this court will proceed to analyze 

the districts Calista complains of for whether the Board's actions were reasonable. Calista 

wanted Chevak, Hooper Bay, and Scammon Bay to be districted with Bethel, resulting in 

the shift of several other Calista villages out of District 37.900 Although the Board was 

hesitant at first, it ultimately attempted to move the Calista villages around in open 

meeting.901 The Board found a compromise solution by moving Chevak into District 38, 

then shifting Platinum and Goodnews Bay into District 37, while leaving Hooper Bay and 

Scammon Bay in District 39.902 The Board explained that moving any more villages 

created ripple effects in distant regions, thereby endangering constitutional criteria 

elsewhere. 903 The Board thus made a good-faith effort to accommodate Calista's request, 

even if the request was not based purely on constitutional criteria. But despite the Board's 

best efforts, it became impossible to district all three villages with Bethel while still meeting 

900 Guy Aff. 4-5. 
901 ARB007282 Tr. 182:2-4 (Nov. 3, 2021); ARB007792-7798 (Nov. 5, 2021). 
902 Guy Aff. 6-7. 
903 Bahnke Aff. 11-14; Binkley Aff. 16-17; Borromeo Aff. 23-24; Torkelson Aff. 38. 
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constitutional criteria for other districts. The Board explained as much during the final 

process and at trial. This court therefore finds that the Board took a hard look at Districts 

37, 38, and 39 in light of public testimony from Calista. 

4. East Anchorage 

Because so much of East Anchorage's Due Process challenge is intertwined with 

its allegation that the Board violated the Open Meetings Act, much of the discussion will 

be addressed under that section. For East Anchorage, the Board obviously violated the 

"hard look" standard by ignoring public comment on the senate pairings. The Board left 

itself almost no time for comment devoted to senate pairings. Despite that abbreviated 

time period, the support for keeping Muldoon and Eagle River separate was loud and 

clear. And yet the Board ignored it to accommodate the wishes of a single Member, even 

though it was constitutionally possible to keep those communities together. Having fgailed 

to take an appropriate "hard look" at the Senate pairings, the Board violated the 

constitutional rights of East Anchorage Plaintiffs under Article 1,§ 7 of the Alaska 

Constitution. 

5. Conclusion 

This Court finds that the Board's refusal to consider and make a good-faith effort 

to incorporate public feedback relating to the placement of Skagway and the dividing line 

in Juneau was arbitrary and capricious, and thus unreasonable. The same holds true for 

the East Anchorage senate pairings. If the Board could simply ignore the preponderance 

of public testimony and make decisions based on a single Member's personal views, then 

Section 10 would be rendered superfluous. 

This Court therefore orders a remand of the final plan to the Board with instructions 

to take a "hard look" at House Districts 3 and 4 and Senate Districts K in light of public 

testimony. On remand, the Board must either redraw these districts to incorporate the 

reasonable requests supported by the clear weight of public testimony, or the Board must 

offer an explanation as to why it believes the constitution, federal law, or other traditional 

redistricting criteria make it impossible to achieve those results. 
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G. Constitutional Deadlines In Article VI, Section 10 

1. Proposed Plan 30-Day Deadline 

Some Plaintiffs argue that the Board violated Article VI, Section 10 by not strictly 

adhering to the constitutional deadlines. In relevant part, Section 1 O states: 

Within thirty days after the official reporting of the decennial census of the 
United States ... the board shall adopt one or more proposed redistricting 
plans. The board shall hold public hearings ... on all plans proposed by the 
board. No later than ninety days after . . . the official reporting of the 
decennial census of the United States, the board shall adopt a final 
redistricting plan and issue a proclamation of redistricting .... 904 

Judge Rindner's 2002 order construed this provision as "requir[ing] that public hearings 

be held only on the plan or plans adopted by the Board within thirty days of the reporting 

of the census," as opposed to the final plan.905 The superior court approved of the Board's 

process for accepting third-party plans, including those submitted after most of the public 

hearings had concluded,906 as long as the Board was not "adopting an entirely new plan 

that has never been the subject of public hearings and which was a radical departure 

from plans that had been the subject of public comment.11907 Although the Alaska 

Supreme Court summarily affirmed that portion of Judge Rindner's order, the Court's 

opinion said nothing about Section 10.908 

The United States Bureau of the Census released the 2020 census data on August 

12, 2021.909 The Board proposed two plans, Board v.1 and v.2, on September 9.910 At 

that time, the Board permitted third parties to submit their own drafts with a submission 

deadline of September 15.911 The Board heard presentations regarding the third-party 

plans on September 17.912 On September 20, the Board evaluated and adopted four 

904 Alaska Const. art. VI,§ 10(a). 
905 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, No. 3AN-01-08914Cl, at *33 (Alaska Super., Feb. 01, 2002). 
906 Id. at 34. 
907 Id. at 85 n.40 (finding no constitutional violation where the final plan "was an evolution of various other 
plans" that had been subject to public hearings). 
908 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 44 P.3d 141, 143 (Alaska 2002). 
909 ARB000002. 
910 ARB000164-65. 
911 ARB000165. 
912 ARB000170-73. 
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third-party plans to take on its public road show.913 The Board also reviewed a number 

of improvements that it sought to incorporate into its proposed plans in light of the public 

testimony it had received.914 The Board then moved to replace Board v.1 and v.2 with 

Board v.3 and v.4 respectively.915 Of the six plans the Board took on its public roadshow, 

Board v.1 and v.2 were not included.916 The Board met again in public hearings and work 

sessions starting November 2, until it finalized the house districts on November 5.917 

The Plaintiffs thus contend that the Board violated Article VI, Section 10 by not 

holding a full 60 days of public comment on the only proposed plans adopted within the 

30-day constitutional deadline,918 i.e., Board v.1 and v.2.919 But the plain text of Section 

10 includes no such command-the Board is simply required to "hold public hearings ... 

on all plans proposed by the board." Nor does legislative history support such an 

inference. In one of the few exchanges regarding "public hearings," staff explained that 

"over the next 60 days after the first 30 days, there are public hearings around the state," 

so that "by the end of that 60-day period," the Board "should agree upon its 

reapportionment plan and proclamation."920 In other words, those 60 days are not just for 

holding public hearings but also for the Board to discuss and reach agreement on a final 

plan.921 The Plaintiffs' interpretation also fails as a matter of logic, as it would require the 

Board to forego any attempts to incorporate public comment until the very last second. 

This is contrary to arguments elsewhere faulting the Board for not incorporating public 

testimony from their communities.922 And as a result of plans remaining static throughout 

the public hearing process, any final plan incorporating 60-days' worth of public testimony 

all at once would inevitably be a "radical departure" from the original proposed plan. The 

Board is not constitutionally forbidden from updating its proposed plans with public 

913 ARB000176-86, 190-92. 
914 ARB000186-90. 
915 ARB000190. 
916 Simpson Depa. Tr. 40:17-43:6; Torkelson Depa. Tr. 109:20-110:13. 
917 ARB000193-209. 
918 Mat-Su PFFCL 126; Skagway PFFCL 46-49; Valdez 48-51. 
919 ARB000164. 
920 Minutes, H. Judiciary Comm. Hearing on H.J.R. 44, 2oth Leg., 2d Sess., Tape 98-11 Side A No. 0491 
(Feb. 6, 1998) (statement of Jim Sourant, Legislative Assistant to Rep. Brian Porter). 
921 See id. at No. 1065 (statement of Rep. James, Member, H. Judiciary Comm.) (paraphrasing the timeline 
as permitting "60 days to hold hearings and agree on a final plan"). 
922 Mat-Su PFFCL 7 4: Skagway PFFCL 80; Valdez PFFCL 110. 
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testimony after the first 30 days, as long as the Board does so in good faith and provides 

adequate reasons. 

The Plaintiffs recognize such inconsistencies and pivot to the argument that 

modifications are acceptable, but the Board cannot "replace plans it adopted within the 

30-day period with radically new plans outside the 30-day period."923 Thus, in their view, 

Board v.3 and v.4 are "radically different" from Board v.1 and v.2 and were never 

subjected to public comment prior to adoption.924 Although this argument is based on the 

language of Judge Rindner's order, it overlooks the logic. In the 2001 cases, the superior 

court faced a scenario where the Board accepted a third-party plan that was filed the day 

before the conclusion of the Board's road show.925 Both plans that the parties complain 

of-Board v.3 and v.4-were adopted at the same time as the third-party plans, and all 

six of those plans received extensive public comment on the Board's roadshow. This 

argument also confuses the constitutional significance of public hearings: The Board must 

elicit public testimony on plans after it adopts them, not before. Whether the Board held 

any public hearings on Board v.3 and v.4 prior to adopting them is irrelevant, especially 

where the Board made those revisions to incorporate public testimony. Board Members 

explained in detail what changes they were making to Board v.1 and v.2, including what 

public testimony or legal advice had led to those conclusions.926 This is not a situation 

where the Board has switched out its proposed plans at the last minute for something 

"radically different" in bad faith. That the Board updated its earlier proposed plans in 

response to public testimony is not a due process violation-it is evidence that the system 

923 Skagway PFFCL 48. 
924 Skagway PFFCL 14, 50 
925 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, No. 3AN-01-08914CI, at 33 (Alaska Super., Feb. 01, 2002). There, the 
Board received the census data on March 19, 2001, and had adopted four plans by April 18. Id. at 3, 10. 
The Board held 21 public hearings between May 4 and May 19. Id. at 33. But the Board continued to accept 
late-filed plans, including a revision of one of the third-party plans adopted earlier, which then became the 
basis for the Board's final plan. Id. That revised plan was submitted on May 18. Id. 
926 ARB000186-90. To the extent that the parties complain about Board Members drawing maps with staff 
or working individually prior to the adoption of Board v.3, and v.4, neither are improper Article VI, Section 
10. Cf. Alaska Const. art. VI,§ 9 ("Concurrence of three members of the Redistricting Board is required for 
a9tions of the board, but a lesser number may conduct hearings."). If a single Board Member can conduct 
a hearing, then Board Members can certainly draft maps individually or in groups of two. 
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worked. The Board's decision to incorporate the public testimony it had already received 

on Board v.1 and v.2 prior to embarking on its five-week roadshow was a reasonable one. 

Finally, some of the Plaintiffs generally assert that the Board's public outreach was 

inadequate, that it was required to hold public hearings on the final plan, or that it must 

provide for public comment after every districting decision.927 Due process does indeed 

require at the very least notice and an opportunity to be heard.928 But here, the Board 

provided much more than the constitutional bare minimum. The Board embarked on a 

five-week public roadshow from Ketchikan to Utqiagvik, eliciting 63 hours of public 

testimony.929 The Board also held statewide teleconferences and virtual meetings, even 

accommodating requests for Zoom meetings from smaller communities.930 And 

throughout the entire process the Board elicited and received countless written 

submissions by mail, e-mail, and through the Board's website.931 

As noted above, this court reads Section 10 to require a "good-faith effort" to elicit 

public testimony to the greatest extent practicable.932 This standard incorporates 

technological advances that have made-and will continue to make-the redistricting 

process much more accessible to the public. This standard also incorporates practical 

considerations. Indeed, if the Board had to stop working and seek public testimony after 

every single decision, it would never finish before the 90-day deadline. Viewing the record 

as a whole, this court finds that the Board made a good-faith effort to provide the public 

with a meaningful opportunity to submit comments and testimony on the proposed house 

districts throughout the redistricting process. 

927 Mat-Su 126; Skagway PFFCL 49; Valdez 51. 
928 Haggblom v. City of Dillingham, 191 P.3d 991, 995 (Alaska 2008). 
929 ARB001698-705. 
930 ARB001699-703; Skagway Ex. 2005 (Oct. 27, 2021). 
931 ARB000005-6, 167, 501. The record contains over 2500 pages of verbal and written comments 
submitted to the Board. See ARB001709-4347. 
932 But as to argument that the Board must also hold public hearings on the final plan, the plain text limits 
the "public hearings" requirement to only "plans proposed by the board," i.e., "proposed plans" and not the 
"final plan." Alaska Const. art. VI.§ 10. 
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H. Other Due Process Issues 

The Plaintiffs also raise a number of ancillary issues under the banner of due 

process violations. First, Valdez and Skagway allege that the Board was unprepared for 

the census data and began the mapping process late.933 Prior to receipt of the census 

data the Board certainly could have familiarized itself further with the districting software 

and the geographic data.934 But the Board held its first public mapping session within two 

weeks of receiving the census data and used the software extensively before reconvening 

on September 7.935 And in the end, the parties do not dispute that the Board proposed 

two statewide house district plans prior to the 30-day deadline. This court finds that if any 

alleged delay did occur, it was harmless, at least as far as the house districts are 

concerned. 

Second, Valdez and Skagway allege data abnormalities and "persistent confusion" 

as a result of inconsistent map numbering.936 The only alleged data abnormalities 

occurred after the Board adopted the final plan and published the corresponding 

population deviation table on its website.937 The Board erroneously used the district 

numbering from an earlier version of the house district map, but the deviation table was 

updated as soon as staff noticed this error.938 No party argues that the final plan's total 

population deviation of 7.48%939 is factually incorrect or that the Board's oversight was in 

any way prejudicial. And despite any alleged confusion regarding district numbering 

between the maps, this court's review of public testimony reveals very little. This is 

because members of the public primarily testified regarding what other communities they 

wished to be districted with and what socio-economic factors supported their 

conclusions.940 Some testified that they preferred how certain maps treated their 

933 Skagway PFFCL 42-45; Valdez PFFCL 44-47. 
934 Brace Corrected Aff. 1 O 
935 Torkelson Supp. Aff. 3-6. 
936 Skagway PFFCL 62-63; Valdez PFFCL 65-66. 
937 Brace Corrected Aff. 11-14. 
938 Torkelson Supp. Aff. 6. 
939 ARB000117. 
940 See, e.g., ARB001712 (requesting that smaller communities on the Kenai Peninsula reliant on Homer 
as a hub be included in the same district). 
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communities over others,941 but the parties have produced no affidavits from any 

individuals who were effectively precluded from testifying because they were confused 

about the precise district numbers. There are always honest mistakes and inevitable 

hiccups that reveal ways that future Boards can improve upon their predecessors. But 

none of these minor issues violate due process. 

Finally, the Plaintiffs raise general claims asserting that Board Members allocated 

disparate weight to certain public testimony and constitutional criteria to advance their 

own individual priorities.942 This court has already addressed these issues as they pertain 

to the districts the parties have specifically challenged. But as a more general matter and 

as to districts not specifically challenged, this court has not heard adequate argument or 

testimony to determine whether the Board's inconsistent application of redistricting criteria 

rise to such a level as to violate due process.943 Moreover, as described more thoroughly 

above, the constitutional criteria are intended to be balanced against one another in light 

of public testimony and practicability. Depending on the circumstances, mechanically 

applying the same criteria in a uniform manner would be entirely unreasonable and-due 

to Alaska's geography-likely impossible. This Court therefore declines to grant relief on 

any of the various generalized inconsistencies the parties have alleged. 

Finally, some Plaintiffs argue that the Board violated Section 1 O by failing to hold 

a full 60 days of public comment on the only proposed plans adopted within the 30-day 

constitutional deadline, i.e., Board v.1 and v.2.944 But this Court believes the parties draw 

too fine a distinction. This Court sees no reason why the "good-faith effort" standard is 

not equally applicable to compliance with constitutional deadlines. It is simply not 

941 See, e.g., ARB001711 (objecting to the Board's failure to preserve existing district boundaries around 
Lake Otis and stating a preference for the AFFR map). 
942 Mat-Su PFFCL 126-27; Skagway PFFCL 63-107; Valdez PFFCL 66-113. 
943 For example, Skagway alleges that Member Borromeo improperly coordinated with outside parties to 
advance the Doyon Coalition's priorities. Skagway PFFCL 70. But the Doyon Coalition's map actually would 
have accommodated Skagway's request to remain in a district with Downtown Juneau. ARB001445. Such 
non sequiturs in the briefings are legion. 
944 The East Anchorage Plaintiffs also assert a Section 10 violation by failing to include proposed senate 
pairings in any of the Board's proposed plans. This claim is addressed separately. 
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practicable to limit the public comment period to only those plans formally adopted as v.1 

and v.2. 

XII. OPEN MEETINGS ACT 

A. The Open Meetings Act 

This Court has previously ruled that the Redistricting Board is subject to the Open 

Meetings Act.945 The Open Meetings Act provides that "[a]II meetings of a governmental 

body of a public entity of the state are open to the public except as otherwise provided by 

this section or another provision of law."946 A "meeting" is subject to the Act when a 

majority of the members are present and "a matter upon which the governmental body is 

empowered to act is considered by the members collectively, and the governmental body 

has the authority to establish policies or make decision for a public entity."947 

One exception to the Open Meetings Act is that an entity subject to the Act may 

enter an "executive session" for specific purposes. These purposes are limited to "(1) 

matters, the immediate knowledge of which would clearly have an adverse effect upon 

the finances of the public entity; (2) subjects that tend to prejudice the reputation and 

character of any person, provided the person may request a public discussion; (3) matters 

which by law, municipal charter, or ordinance are required to be confidential; and (4) 

matters involving consideration of government records that by law are not subject to 

public disclosure."948 

In order to properly enter an executive session, the Board must first be in a public 

meeting, and a motion must be made to convene an executive session consistent with 

one of the elements under section (c) of the Open Meetings Act.949 "The motion to 

convene in executive session must clearly and with specificity describe the subject of the 

proposed executive session without defeating the purpose of addressing the subject in 

945 Order Re Motion for Rule of Law -Attorney Client Privilege at 12 (Jan. 18, 2022). 
946 AS 44.62.310(a). 
947 AS 44.62.310(h)(2)(A). 
948 AS 44.62.310(c)(1)-(4). 
949 AS 44.62.310(b). 
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private."950 Nothing beyond the subjects mentioned in the motion may be considered 

during an executive session "unless auxiliary to the main question."951 No action may be 

taken during an executive session other than to direct an attorney regarding the handling 

of a particular legal matter.952 

Where a meeting subject to the Open Meetings Act violates the statute, any action 

taken during that meeting is voidable.953 However, a violation can be cured by holding 

another meeting that adheres the notice requirements and conducts "a substantial and 

public reconsideration of the matters considered at the original meeting."954 A court may 

only hold an action taken at a meeting in violation of the Open Meetings Act void if it finds 

that, "considering all of the circumstances, the public interest in compliance with [AS 

44.62.310] outweighs the harm that would be caused to the public interest and to the 

public entity by voiding the action."955 The court is instructed to consider the following in 

determining whether to void an action: 

(1) the expense that may be incurred by the public entity, other governmental 
bodies, and individuals if the action is voided; 

(2) the disruption that may be caused to the affairs of the public entity, other 
governmental bodies, and individuals if the action is voided; 

(3) the degree to which the public entity, other governmental bodies, and 
individuals may be exposed to additional litigation if the action is voided; 

(4) the extent to which the governing body, in meetings held in compliance with 
this section, has previously considered the subject; 

(5) the amount of time that has passed since the action was taken; 

(6) the degree to which the public entity, other governmental bodies, or individuals 
have come to rely on the action; 

950 AS 44.62.310(b) 
951 AS 44.62.310(b). 
952 AS 44.62.31 0(b). 
953 AS 44.62.310(f). 
954 AS 44.62.310(f). 
955 AS 42.62.31 O(f). 
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(7) whether and to what extent the governmental body has, before or after the 
lawsuit was filed to void the action, engaged in or attempted to engage in the public 
reconsideration of matters originally considered in violation of this section; 

(8) the degree to which violations of this section were willful, flagrant, or obvious; 

(9) the degree to which the governing body failed to adhere to the policy under AS 
44.62.312(a).956 

The Open Meetings Act includes a section the clarifies the policy of the state and the 

intent of the Open Meetings Act. Alaska Statute section 44.62.312 states: 

(a) It is the policy of the state that 

(1) the governmental units mentioned in AS 44.62.310(a) existto aid in the conduct 
of the people's business; 

(2) it is the intent of the law that actions of those units be taken openly and that 
their deliberations be conducted openly; 

(3) the people of this state do not yield their sovereignty to the agencies that serve 
them; 

(4) the people, in delegating authority, do not give their public servants the right to 
decide what is good for the people to know and what is not good for them to know; 

(5) the people's right to remain informed shall be protected so that they may retain 
control over the instruments they have created; 

(6) the use of teleconferencing under this chapter is for the convenience of the 
parties, the public, and the governmental units conducting the meetings. 

(b) AS 44.62.31 O(c) and (d) shall be construed narrowly in order to effectuate the 
policy stated in (a) of this section and to avoid exemptions from open meeting 
requirements and unnecessary executive sessions. 

B. The Redistricting Board's Use of Executive Sessions 

Several Plaintiffs challenge the Board's use of executive sessions claiming they 

were improperly noticed or used for improper purposes. The Court is limited in its ability 

to analyze whether a particular executive session was held in accordance with the law, 

as the Court pull back the curtain entirely and understand exactly what happened during 

ess Alaska Statute 44.62.310(f)(1)-(9). 
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these sessions. However, the Court does acknowledge, based on the transcripts, that 

Board members typically moved for executive session only by identifying the specific 

section of the Open Meetings Act which the meeting purportedly fell under. 

On September 7, 2021, Board Member Bahnke moved for executive session under 

AS 44.62.31 0(c)(4) in order to "receive legal advice from Mr. Singer to inform the process 

and direction moving forward."957 

On September 17, 2021, Board Member Marcum requested an executive session 

be added to the schedule for September 20, 2021, as Member Binkley articulated, to 

receive "guidance from the Board's legal counsel on some areas that we have to be 

cautious about."958 However, an executive session did not occur on September 20, 

2021.959 

On November 2, 2021, Board Member Bahnke made a motion to enter executive 

session under AS 44.62.310(c)(3) and (4) and quoted the statute.960 The November 2, 

2021 session lasted roughly two and a half hours.961 

On November 5, 2021, at the beginning of the proceeding, Board Member 

Simpson requested the Board enter executive session to receive advice from counsel 

regarding a Voting Rights issue and evaluate where the Board stood on that question.962 

Board Member Simpson then moved the Board to enter Executive Session "for the 

purpose of receiving legal advice" under AS 44.62.31 0(c)(3), quoting the statute.963 Upon 

exiting this session, Board Member Marcum explained that she applied the "legal 

parameters" to map v.3.sa4 

957 Board Meeting Transcript 29:17-22 (Sept. 7, 2021). 
958 Board Meeting Transcript 277:8-20 (Sept. 17, 2021 ). 
959 Board Meeting Minutes at 1 (Sept 20, 2021), ARB 175. 
960 Board Meeting Transcript 68:23-25, 69:1-4 (Nov. 2, 2021). 
961 Board Meeting Minutes at 4 (November 2-4, 2021 ), ARB 196. 
962 Board Meeting Transcript 2:17-22 (November 5, 2021). 
963 Board Meeting Transcript 3:2-8 (Nov. 5, 2021). 
964 Board Meeting Transcript 6:1-10 (Nov. 5, 2021). 
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Also on November 5, 2021, Board Member Bahnke initially requested the Board 

enter executive session before considering the final map. 965 What followed was a heated 

discussion between Board Members Marcum and Borromeo, where Board Member 

Marcum states that she believes it is inappropriate to criticize another's map during public 

session, and felt such deliberative discussions were only appropriate during "private" 

sessions.966 At the end of this discussion, Board Member Borromeo moved the Board to 

enter executive session under Alaska Statute 44.62.310(c), quoting the statute.967 

On November 8, 2021, Chairman Binkley articulated that the Voting Rights Act 

Consultant was waiting online and as such, asked for someone to make a motion that 

that Board should enter Executive Session in order to speak with the VRA consultant "on 

some of the issues that are before [the Board] with this process."968 Board Member 

Borromeo subsequently moved the Board to enter Executive Session "for purposes 

related to receiving legal counsel for the Redistricting Board."969 

On November 8, 2021, following a suggestion by Board Member Marcum that 

there may be questions regarding a "race issue" Mr. Singer suggested such questions 

should be discussed in executive session.97° Following other discussion regarding 

Fairbanks pairings and district numbering,971 the Board entered an executive session for 

legal advice regarding the proposed Senate parings in Anchorage.972 The Board exited 

Executive Session and entered recess at 6:25 p.m., and explained that the Board would 

reenter Executive Session immediately the following morning at 9:00 a.m.973 

On November 9, 2021, the Board entered Executive Session at 9:00 a.m. without 

a motion being made during public session.974 The Board reentered public session 

explaining that it was confronted with many legal issues as it approached finalizing the 

965 Board Meeting Transcript 171:19-25, 172:1-3 (Nov. 5, 2021). 
966 Board Meeting Transcript 172:20-184:8 (Nov. 5, 2021). 
967 Board Meeting Transcript 184:25, 185:1-8 (Nov. 5 2021). 
968 Board Meeting Transcript 104:24-25, 105:1-7 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
969 Board Meeting Transcript 105:8-11 (Nov. 8, 2021 ). 
970 Board Meeting Transcript 199:2-25, 200:1-25, 201:1 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
971 Board Meeting Transcript 206:3-214:14 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
972 Board Meeting Transcript215:18-25, 216:1-13 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
973 Board Meeting Transcript 217:3-25, 218:1-12 (Nov. 8, 2021). 
974 Board Meeting Minutes at 6 (Nov. 8-10, 2021), ARB 215. 
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Senate pairings.975 As Chairman Sinkey was providing this explanation to the public, 

Board Member Marcum interrupted and immediately moved to accept senate pairings. 976 

The motion passed with pushback from Board Members Borromeo and Bahnke.977 Board 

Member Borromeo expressed very strong opposition to pairing then-numbered districts 

18 and 24.978 Motions to reconsider the vote failed. 979 

C. Vague Motions Relating to Executive Sessions 

The Plaintiffs, particularly East Anchorage, allege that the Board was vague in 

specifying the purpose of executive sessions in violation of AS 44.62.310(b), which 

specifies that a motion to convene Executive Session should be made "clearly and with 

specificity" and the subject of the session should be described to the extent possible 

without defeating the purpose of discussing in executive session.980 Plaintiffs also allege 

that the Board adopted final senate pairings without considering public testimony and 

misrepresenting public testimony. 

The Board at times entered Executive Session on a motion that only stated the 

relevant section of AS 44.62.310 under which the Executive Session was to be convened 

and did not state the subject of the meeting or provide any further information as required 

by statute. This was done on September 7, November 2, twice on November 5, and 

November 9. There were also times when the reasoning for the executive session was 

expressed with some level of specificity at some other time in the Board Meeting. 

However, the statute is clear. The motion to convene an executive session itself must 

"clearly and with specificity describe the subject of the proposed executive session."981 

Only specifying the relevant section of the Open Meetings Act is inconsistent with the 

statutory mandate that the motion identify the subject of the session and made "clearly 

and with specificity." 

915 Board Meeting Transcript 2:1-7 (Nov. 9, 2021). 
976 Board Meeting Transcript 2:1-25, 3:1-3 (Nov. 9, 2021 ). 
977 Board Meeting Transcript 3:12-25, 4:1-9, 8:12-15:14 (Nov. 9, 2021). 
978 Board Meeting Transcript 8:20-11 :5 (Nov. 9, 2021). 
979 Board Meeting Transcript 8:12-14:16 (Nov. 9, 2021). 
980 Alaska Statute 44.62.310(b). 
981 Alaska Statute 44.62.310(b). 
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When the Board motions for executive sessions without the required specificity, it 

leads to significant ramifications for the public. When the subject of the session is not 

made clear to the public, that lack of information erodes the public trust and leads to 

implications that the Board misused executive sessions. Such erosion of the public trust 

is contrary to the spirit and the express purpose of the Open Meetings Act. The statute 

makes clear that the Board has a responsibility to protect the public's "right to remain 

informed."982 The public expects the Board will conduct its business openly, and when it 

cannot discern why the Board is entering into an Executive session, it allows for the 

inference that the executive session is being improperly convened. 

Where executive sessions were convened following a vague motion which did not 

specify the meeting's subject, those executive sessions were in violation of the Open 

Meetings Act. These sessions occurred on September 7, November 2, November 5, and 

November 9. However, the Court declines to specifically hold senate parings void on this 

conclusion. That the Board entered into Executive Sessions improperly as a procedural 

matter does not on its own indicate that the substance of the Executive Sessions was not 

otherwise proper. The Board's failure to comply with the procedural mandates in AS 

44.62.310(a) harms the public confidence in public entities generally and more 

importantly in the highly visible and consequential redistricting process. 

Despite these harms, on balance, the public interest in this procedural requirement 

does not outweigh the harm that would be caused were the Court to void the Senate 

pairings on that basis alone. The Court considers the public expense and that would be 

incurred were the Board to reconvene to select new Senate pairings. Further, in what is 

already an exceptionally expedited process, requiring the Board to reconvene would 

disrupt the already short timelines and jeopardize the ability to resolve all disputes in time 

for the coming election cycle. The Court also considers that new Senate pairing may 

themselves invite legal challenge despite every executive session being properly 

convened. 

982 AS 44.62.312. 
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Further, the Court does not take the procedural missteps by the Board related to 

convening executive session to be willful or flagrant. In utilizing the exact language of the 

statute, it appeared the Board was attempting to comply with the Open Meetings Act, and 

likely following the advice of counsel despite misunderstanding its requirements. Finally, 

the Board did, at times, properly convene executive session. The Court notes that in 

advance of the second executive session on November 8, 2021, Chairman Binkley 

suggested the motion include "a little more context in terms of why [the Board was] taking 

an executive Session."983 The Court takes this to demonstrate a good faith attempt on 

the part of the Board to comply with the procedural requirements of the Open Meetings 

Act. While the Court does find a violation, it declines to void any specific action on that 

basis alone, recognizing that is the remedy permitted by the Act. 

D. Due Process/OMA Challenge by East Anchorage 

East Anchorage Plaintiffs allege that the Board violated their right to Due Process 

when it violated the Open Meetings Act to such a degree that the Court should require 

the Board to redraw the East Anchorage Senate Districts, particularly Senate District K. 

East Anchorage alleges that the Board held executive sessions that are not permitted by 

the Open Meetings Act and adopted senate pairings that were improperly developed 

during executive session, were not presented to the public allowing for meaningful public 

comment, and were made disregarding and/or misrepresenting public testimony. The 

Court addressed the executive session notice problem above. 

The Alaska Supreme Court adopted a balancing test to determine what process is 

due.984 "This involves the consideration of three district factors: (1) the private interest 

affected by the official action; (2) the risk of an erroneous deprivation of such interest 

through the procedures used and the probable value, if any, of additional or substitute 

procedural safeguards; and (3) the government's interest, including the fiscal and 

administrative burdens that additional or substitute procedural requirements would 

entail."985 The Superior Court has determined that due process in the context of 

983 Board Meeting Transcript 215:25, 216:1-2 (November 8, 2021). 
984 Matter of K.L.J., 813 P.2d 276, 279 (Alaska 1991). 
985 MatterofK.L.J .. 813 P.2d 276,279 {Alaska 1991) (citing Mathews v. Eldridge, 424 U.S. 319,335, 96 
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redistricting is analogous to the framework of administrative law.986 Thus, due process 

requires the Board to give notice and an opportunity to comment to residents potentially 

affected by the Board's decisions.987 Further, the Board is not "afforded unfettered 

discretion during the redistricting process."988 

The Court recognizes that meetings where two or fewer Board Members are 

present do not constitute meetings of a public entity subject to the Open Meetings Act. 

To be sure, the Board was aware of this and appeared to avoid meeting in groups of more 

than two unless in an OMA compliant public meeting. However, deliberative discussions, 

especially in the face of the Open Meetings Act, are not appropriate for executive, or 

otherwise private sessions, and it appears based on these exchanges that there were 

Board Members who did not understand the spirit or the purpose of the Open Meetings 

Act. The law is clear that when a public entity engages in deliberations, it is required that 

"their deliberations be conducted openly."989 

To the extent that Board Members felt uncomfortable undertaking deliberative 

discussions in accordance with the law, that should have been considered before 

accepting a position on the Board. The Open Meetings Act is clear that "all meetings" are 

open to the public, and all deliberations likewise be conducted openly. This makes clear 

that the Board undergoes a process intended to be transparent, and does not allow for 

the Board to subvert the Open Meetings Act in order to keep certain uncomfortable 

discussions out of the public eye. This is contrary to the Open Meetings Act, and entirely 

inappropriate. Members of the Board are appointed to serve the public and create a 

redistricting map that conforms to the constitution, and the processes by which the map 

is created are subject to the Open Meetings Act. 

The Court struggles to find a specific action of the Board that violates of the Open 

Meeting Act because the Court is not able to view the activity and discussion that occurred 

S.Ct. 893, 903, 47 L.Ed.2d 18 (1976)). 
986 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 2002 WL 34119573 at *20 (Alaska Super. Ct. Feb. 1, 2002). 
987 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 2002 WL 34119573 at *20 (Alaska Super. Ct. Feb. 1, 2002)(citing State 
of Alaska v. Hebert, 743 P.2d 392 (Alaska Ct. App. 1987), aff'd, 803 P.2d 863 (Alaska 1990)). 
988 In re 2001 Redistricting Cases, 2002 WL 34119573 at *20 (Alaska Super. Ct. Feb. 1, 2002). 
989 Alaska Statute 44.62.312(a)(2). 
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during Executive Sessions. Earlier in the litigation parties have requested this Court pull 

back the curtain to allow a more complete look at the Board's communication with counsel 

to determine whether executive sessions were improperly used for discussion that should 

have been had in public. To be sure, the Court has serious concerns about the possibility 

the Board engaged in discussions in executive session that should have been held in 

public. The Court's concerns are elevated by discussion on the record that make clear 

that certain Board Members felt it was appropriate to discern for themselves what sort of 

discussions were appropriate to hold before public for their own comfort. 

The Court cannot discern what happened in that executive session, but it does 

seem apparent that at least three Board members reached a "consensus" outside of the 

public view, which prompted Member Marcum to hold a vote immediately upon exiting 

session. The Court also notes that requiring the Board to change a handful of the Senate 

pairings is not as disruptive or expensive as requiring it to redraw the House Districts. 

The Court considers the lesser burden in determining whether to void the Senate pairings. 

However, the actual "action" at issue - the senate pairing motion - was not taken 

during executive session. An action in violation of the Open Meetings Act is voidable. 

While the Court understands that a "consensus" appears to have been reached during 

Executive Session, the "action" that Plaintiffs ask the Court to void occurred during public 

session: the motion and vote to adopt particular Senate pairings. There is certainly an 

implication that some level of deliberative discussion happened out of the public view. 

But, even if the Court were to conclude there was an outright violation, the Court does not 

see an action to void that would permit the remedy Plaintiffs seek. The specific action to 

be voided - the vote on senate pairings - did not occur during Executive Session. Thus, 

the Court declines to void that action because it may have violated the Open Meetings 

Act. 

E. Open Meetings and Attorney-Client Privilege 

As noted previously, several Plaintiffs argue the Board's actions in the redistricting 

cycle violate the Open Meetings Act. This Court previously ruled the Open Meetings Act 
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applies to the Board,990 and in this Order has determined the Board violated the OMA. 

The Court now turns to the interplay of the OMA and the attorney-client privilege. 

Throughout the discovery phase of this litigation, the Court heard several 

challenges to the Board's assertion of privilege. The Board asserted the privilege 

protected more than 2,000 documents representing communications between the Board, 

or its staff and counsel, and its VRA consultants. In response to motion practice, this 

Court conducted in camera review of approximately 500 documents asserted to be 

privileged. Most were determined to be privileged, but a few were ordered to be produced 

over the Board's objection. 

During the motion practice addressed to the Rule of Law Motion brought by the 

Plaintiffs, the Board argued the Plaintiffs were effectively asking this court to order that 

violation of the OMA should result in a waiver of the attorney-client privilege - a remedy 

never before recognized by the Courts, and not authorized by the plain language of the 

OMA. This Court agreed that such a remedy is not authorized by existing law, and 

therefore declined to rule that such a remedy would be appropriate in this case. 

For purposes of appellate review, the Court now expands on its earlier ruling 

because this is an issue of first impression. More importantly, this is an area of the law 

which would benefit from clear guidance from the Supreme Court (or legislative action). 

The Alaska Supreme Court addressed the scope of the attorney-client privilege in 

an OMA case in Coo/ Homes. 991 There, the Court began by describing the question as 

"whether the Open Meetings Act and the lawyer-client privilege can coexist."992 The Court 

noted the attorney-client privilege exists for an entity subject to the OMA and "operates 

concurrently with the Open Meetings Act."993 But the Court also noted the principles of 

confidentiality in the lawyer-public body relationship should not prevail over the principles 

of open meetings unless there is some recognized purpose in keeping the meeting 

confidential. Accordingly, in this context, the applicability of the attorney-client relationship 

990 Order re Motion for Rule of Law re Attorney-Client Privilege at p12 (January 18, 2022). 
991 Coo/ Homes, Inc. v Fairbanks North Star Borough, 860 P .2d 1248, 1260 (Alaska 1993). 
992 Id. 
993 /d. 
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must be narrow, and the privilege should not be applied blindly.994 "Rather, the rationale 

for the confidentiality of the specific communication at issue must be one which the 

confidentiality doctrine seeks to protect: candid discussion of the facts and litigation 

strategies."995 "[O]nly when the revelation of the communication will injure the public 

interest or there is some other recognized purpose in keeping the communication 

confidential" should the privilege apply.996 

The Supreme Court returned to the issue again in Griswold. 997 The case involved 

the Public Records Act, 998 rather than the OMA. The Court was faced with a public records 

request for all communications between the Homer Board of Adjustment, city employees 

and city attorneys leading up to that Board's decision in a case involving Mr. Griswold.999 

Griswold also requested copies of the attorney's invoices to the City. On appeal, the 

Supreme Court was faced with deciding whether the attorney-client privilege and the 

attorney-work product doctrine should be recognized as state law exceptions to the Public 

Records Act. After reviewing the policy underlying the attorney-client privilege, and 

attorney-work product, the Court held these common law privileges should be recognized 

exceptions.1000 

Although the Court expressly held that a public board should have the benefit of 

confidential communications with its counsel, it also noted the important public interest in 

balancing the interest of the citizens to know what the servants of government are 

doing.1001 The Court also underscored the public policy expressed by the legislature as 

"a bias in favor of public disclosure. "1002 The Court went on to note the legislative "findings 

that 'public access to government information is a fundamental right that operates to 

check and balance the actions of elected and appointed officials and to maintain citizen 

994 Coo/ Homes, 860 P.2d at 1261-1262. 
995 Coo/ Homes, 860 P .2d at 1262. 
s9e Id. 
997 Griswold v Homer City Council, 428 P.3d 180, 186-188 (Alaska 2018). 
998 Alaska Statute 40.25.120. 
999 Griswold, 428 P.3d at 183. 
1ooo Griswold, 428 P.3d at 188. 
1°01 Griswold, 428 P.3d at 187. 
1002 Griswold, 428 P.3d at 186 (emphasis added). 
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control of government."'1003 Because of these important policies involving the public right 

to know, the Griswold Court held that both "the attorney-client and work-product privileges 

should be 'construed narrowly to further the legislature's goal of broad public access."'1004 

This Court is unaware of any Alaska court decision addressing whether a public 

board's violation of the Open Meetings Act should result in a waiver of otherwise 

privileged communications. However, in a recent decision involving redistricting litigation, 

the Michigan Supreme Court was faced with a similar question. In Detroit News,1005 the 

Court was faced with a request for a recording of a closed-session meeting of that state's 

redistricting commission. The Court first noted that Michigan voters had recently approved 

an initiative removing the responsibility for redistricting from the legislature, and instead 

placing it in the hands of an independent body. The Court noted "the voters chose to ring 

the body with transparency requirements, forcing much, if not all, of the Commission's 

work into the daylight."1006 The Michigan Supreme Court recognized the continued need 

for privileged and confidential communications between the Commission and attorneys 

for the Commission, but ultimately held that adoption and development of redistricting 

plans is part of the "core business" of the redistricting commission. Consequently, legal 

advice regarding the development of such plans should not be protected by privilege.1007 

Because the lawyer's advice and communications during a confidential session about 

development of the redistricting plans was part of the core business of the commission, 

the Michigan court ordered disclosure of the attorney's legal memoranda discussed at the 

closed session. It also further ordered disclosure of the recording from the confidential 

session.1008 

In effect, the Michigan Court threw open the doors to that Commission's executive 

session. In so doing, the Court also rejected the Commission's argument that litigation 

over its plans was inevitable, and therefore the meeting was properly confidential because 

1003 Griswold, 428 P.3d at 186 (citing Capital Info. Grp. v State, Office of the Governor, 923 P.2d 29, 33 
(Alaska 1996) (quoting ch.200, § 1, SLA 1990)). 
1004 Griswold, 428 P.3d at 188 (footnote and citations omitted). 
1005 Detroit News, Inc. v Independent Citizens redistricting Commission,_ N.W.2d _, 2021 WL 6058031 
(Michigan) (December 20, 2021). 
1006 Detroit News, 2021 WL 6058031, at *4. 
1007 Detroit News, 2021 WL 6058031 at *8. 
1ooa Detroit News, 2021 WL 6058031 at *9. 
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it was held in anticipation of litigation. "Indeed, allowing the simple prospect of litigation 

to shield the Commission's discussions on how to make a map would threaten to swallow 

the open-meeting requirement altogether."1009 In so doing, the Court noted that legal 

advice on how to draw a map is akin to expert advice on demographics. Since the 

Commission is charged with drawing legal maps, the Court concluded any such legal 

advice was part of the core business of the Commission and subject to the requirement 

that the Commission conduct its business at open meetings.1010 

This Court agrees with the rationale of the Michigan Court in Detroit News. The Alaska 

Redistricting Board is charged with the constitutional duty to draw legal maps that meet 

the constitutional criteria. If the Board violates the Open Meetings Act by entering into 

executive session for the purpose of obtaining legal advice on map drawing, that appears 

to be contrary to the strong public policy in favor of open government. Accordingly, this 

Court would hold that an appropriate remedy for violation of the OMA would include 

opening the door to discussions held during executive session, regardless of the 

presence of an attorney. 

As noted earlier, the Court cannot say the Board's assertion of privilege was 

unfounded based on the current state of the law, or appeared to be made in bad faith. 

Further, there is simply no question the Board (and its counsel) appears to have been 

operating under the good faith belief that its communications with counsel were privileged. 

To throw open the doors in the middle of this redistricting litigation and require production 

otherwise confidential communications when the Board as the client expected the 

communications would remain confidential is an extraordinary remedy. Indeed, that 

remedy is the antithesis of the policy underlying the attorney-client privilege. As the Court 

noted in Mendel, the privilege is designed to encourage those who may have committed 

a prior wrong to seek legal advice, and perhaps curtail such conduct in the future.1011 For 

that reason, the Supreme Court distinguishes between past and ongoing or future 

wrongdoing even where the fraud or crime exception may apply.1012 For these reasons, 

1009 Detroit News, 2021 WL 6058031 at *8. 
1o1o Detroit News, 2021 WL 6058031 at *8. 
1011 In Re Mendel, 897 P.2d at 74. 
1012 Id. 
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this Court did not order production of attorney-client materials, and does not determine 

that the Board waived its privilege with counsel. However, the Court strongly encourages 

the Supreme Court to address this issue on review to provide guidance for future 

redistricting cycles and other public entity litigation. 

XIII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

For all of the reasons discussed above, the Court makes the following conclusions 

of law: 

1. The Board violated the rights of the East Anchorage Plaintiffs under the 

Equal Protection Clause of the Alaska Constitution, Article I, Section 1, by 

pairing House District 21-South Muldoon with the geographically and 

demographically distinct House District 22-Eagle River Valley to create 

Senate District K. 

2. The Board violated the rights of the East Anchorage and Skagway 

Plaintiffs under the Due Protection Clause of the Alaska Constitution, 

Article I, Section 7, by failing to take a "hard look" at House District 3 and 

Senate District K in light of the clear weight of public testimony. 

3. The Board violated Article VI, Section 1 O by failing to hold meaningful 

public hearings on proposed Senate Districts prior to adoption. 

4. The Board violated Article VI, Section 1 O by failing to include Senate 

District pairings in any proposed plan adopted before the 30-day 

constitutional deadline. 

5. The Board violated Article VI, Section 10 by failing to make a good-faith 

effort to accommodate public testimony in regard to House District 3 and 

Senate District K. 

6. The Board violated the Open Meetings Act, AS 44.62.310-320 in its 

improper use of executive session, but the violation does not, on balance, 

require the Court to void all actions taken by the Board in executive 

sessions. 
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7. In all other respects, the Board did not violate the Plaintiffs' rights under 

Article I, Sections 1 and 7, or Article VI, Sections 6 and 10. 

This matter should be remanded to the Board to address the deficiencies in the 

Board plan consistent with this order. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

DATED at Anchorage, Alaska this 15th day of February, 2022. 

~~~ 
Superior Court Judge 
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I certify that 2/15/22 a copy of this Order 
was sent to the following: 

A Murfitt amurfitt@brenalaw.com 
B Fontaine bfontaine@hwb-law.com 
B Taylor btaylor@schwabe.com 
Ben Farkash ben@anchorlaw.com 
E Houchen ehouchen@brenalaw.com 
Eva Gardner Eva@anchorlaw.com 
Gregory Stein greg@baldwinandbutler.com 
Heidi Wyckoff heidi@anchorlaw.com 
Holly Wells hwells@bhb.com 
J Huston jhuston@schwabe.com 
Jake Staser jstaser@brenalaw.com 
Kayla Tanner ktanner@schwabe.com 
Laura Gould lgould@brenalaw.com 
Lee Baxter lbaxter@Schwabe.com 
M Hodsdon mhodsdon@brenalaw.com 
M Nardin mnardin@brenalaw.com 
CC: Susan Orlansky )::= 
Judicial Assistant C 

Mara Michaletz 
Matthew Singer 
Michael Schechter 
Nathaniel Amdur-Clark 
P Crowe 
Robin Brena 
S Nichols 
Sarah Clinton 
Stacey Stone 
T Hardwick 
T Marshall 
Thomas Flynn 
Whitney Leonard 
William Falsey 
Zoe Danner 
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Appendix A - Orders issued from 12-15-21 to 2-10-22 

2.10.22 

Order Granting Motion For Leave To Join Briefing As Amici Curiae 

2.7.22 

Order Following Further In Camera Review 

2.7.22 

Order Re Various Pre-Trial And Mid-Trial Motions 

2.3.22 

Order Granting Motion For Leave To Submit Briefing As Amici Curiae 

2.2.22 

Order Re East Anchorage Plaintiffs' Motion To Amend Application To Expand Equal Protections 

1.27.22 

Order Re Valdez's Motion For Clarification And Reconsideration Of Order On Oral Motion 

1.25.22 

Order Granting In Part Arb Motion To Reconsider Following Further In Camera Review 

1.22.22 

Order Following In Camera Review And For Production Of Additional Privileged Documents For 

In Camera Review 

1.22.22 

Order Re Valdez's Expedited Motion For Clarification And Reconsideration Of Order On Oral 

Motion 

1.22.22 

Order Re Arb Motion For Partial Reconsideration Of Order Following In Camera Review 
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1.20.22 

Fifth PTO 

1.19.22 

Order Denying Stay 

1.18.22 

Order Re Motion For Rule Of Law - Attorney Client Privilege 

1.17.22 

Order Granting Calista Plaintiffs' Unopposed Motion For Extension Of Time To File Direct 

Testimony Of Expert Witness Randy Ruedrich 

1.15.22 

Order Denying Motion To Compel Discovery Responses 

1.14.22 

Order Regarding Arb Motion For Reconsideration Or Alternatively To Stay 

1.13.22 

Order For Production Of Privileged Documents For In Camera Review And Plaintiff Reply Briefs 

1.13.22 

Order Re In Camera Review Of Ms. Bahnke's Notes (Denying Production) 

1.12.22 

ORDER RE MOTION TO DISMISS 

1.12.22 

Order For Arb Response To Motions For Rule Of Law Re Scope Of Attorney-Client Privilege 

1.10.22 

Order Granting Motion Stipulated Protective Order 
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1.5.22 

Order Canceling Oral Argument On Motion To Dismiss 

1.4.22 

Fourth PTO 

12.28.21 

Order Granting Motion To Intervene As Defendants Pursuant To Rule 24(A) And 24(8) 

12.22.21 

Third PTO 

12.21.21 

Order: Discovery Hearing And Submissions 

12.21.21 

Second PTO 

12.15.21 

Order Granting Unopposed Motion For Leave To Amend Application To Compel The Alaska 

Redistricting Board To Correct Its Senate District Pairings In Anchorage 

12.15.21 

PTO 

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan; 3AN-21-08869CI 
APPENDIX A 
Orders Issued from 12.15.21 to 2.10.22 

Page 3 of 3 



EXC.SGY-000956

Appendix B - Depositions 

1.19.22 

Deposition - Chase Hensel 

1.15.22 

Deposition - Peter Torkelson 

1.12.22 

Deposition - Randy Ruedrich 

1.11.22 

Deposition - John Binkley 

1.10.22 

Deposition - Nicole Borromeo 

1.08.22 

Deposition - Budd Simpson 

1.06.22 

Deposition - Melanie Bahnke 

1.04.22 

Deposition - Bethany Marcum 
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I 
J 

J 

✓ 

J 

J 

J 

.J 

SECOND AMENDED 
EXHIBIT LIST 

case No. 3AN-2 I-08869Cl D Pretrial Hearing ~ Trial Date ofTrial/Hearing: Janumy 21, 2022 
In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan vs. __________________ _ 
Name of Party: Alaska Redistricting Board 0 Pltf. ~ Def. 
(There must be a separate exhibit list for each party.) 
Party's Attorney· Matt Sincrer -

Exhibit _:· 't. _; :\r?'L !_jf; ; i~9R:¢0U:Rf µ~:~::6~~-f .- · ... ', /Cn }tfri No. 
Marked BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF EXHIBIT ID To From 
for ID by Off. Adm. Denied Withdrawn date Jury/ Jury/ 

Wit. Judae Judae 

c~ ✓ ,\~f' r,r l000 AK Const. A11icle VI, Section 6 
✓ -;)>\..\\' I' 

1001 AK Const., Article VI, Section I 0 

?c., 
✓ ~,--\ \7 ~ 

1002 Valdez Sports Schedules 

1003 Census Maps 

1004 Valdez Maps ~ 

1005 Skag\vay Maps 

1006 AFFER Proposed District 38-S Map 

✓ ~HI ?-
1007 Census Table 

✓ ?'1-41.J ~ 
1008 SE Borough Boundaries Map 

1009 Mat-Su Cities Map ✓ ,H111r 

1010 Mat-Su Valdez Income Charts ), H \ -;yd°' 

IOI I E. Anchorage Plaintiffs Discovery Resp. ✓ ,,HI~)-

✓ '),HI r"' 
1012 Illinois 4th Congressional District Mnp 

I certify that identification markings on exhibits are accurate, and that the check boxes above accurately reflect the 
hearing/trial record. (0 not required in this case per local court practice or court order) 

Date D Atty/Party Sig. D Atty/Party certified orally on record 
I certify that exhibits checked "To Jury/Judge" on this and all attached pages were given to the jury/judge for 
deliberation/advisement. 

Date In-Ct. Clerk 
I certify that the exhibits checked "From Jury/Judge" on this and all attached pages were received after the 
verdict/decision. 

Date In-Ct. Clerk 
I certify that all exhibits were D placed in Interim Storage. 0 returned to counsel/party per order of the court. 
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J 

J 

J 

J 

EXHIBIT LIST CONTINUATION SHEET 

Case No. 3AN-21-08869CI 

Exhibit 
No. 
Marked BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF EXHIBIT 
for ID 

1013 Muldoon Pairimr Alternative 

1014 2021 Adopted Senate Pairings 

1015 RUED 000261 

1016 RUED 000525-000526 

1017 RUED 000575-000577 

1018 RUED 000632-000634 

1019 Audio & Video Recordings of All A RB Meetings 

1020 August 23, 2021 Board Meeting Transcript 

1021 August 24, 2021 Board Meeting Transcript 

to,,.. 
\od''>:i ~\1\C,Ov~ 
\ o;)\;\ 
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TF-201 (11/21 )(cs) 
EXHIBIT LIST CONTINUATION SHEET 

Name of Party: Alaska Redistricting Board 
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4TH AMENDED EXHIBIT LIST 
(There must be a separate exhibit list for each party.) 

Court Case No.: ____ __,,3"-A,..N.,_-_.2:..1._-0~8=8=6=9,_C='-I ____ _ 0 Pretrial Hearing 0 Trial 

__ _.:O:..:.m:..:....:.:.th:..:e..;.M:..:.a::.:t::.:te:..:.r-=o.;..f :..:.th:..:e..:;2:..:0..:;2..;.1..;.R.;..e:...;.d..:.:is..;.tr.;..ic_ti_n.._g_P_la_n __ vs. ___________________ _ 

Name of Party: Municipality of Skagway Borough & Brad Ry ~ Plaintiff D Defendant 

Party's Attorney· Robin 0. Brena, Brena, Bell & Walker, P.C. 

Exhibit No. FOR COURT USE ONLY 

Marked BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF EXHIBIT ID With- To From To 

for ID by Offered Admitted drawn Jury/ Jury/ Exhbt 
Wit. date JudQe Judge Clerk 

2000 
Affidavit of Brad Ryan.2022-01-05 J)~\a.)... 

2001 Affidavit of Andrew Cremata.2022-01-05 I 

2002 Affidavit of Janice Wrentmore.2022-01-05 

2003 Affidavit of John Walsh.2022-01-05 

2004 Affidavit of Expert Kimball Brace, Expert 
Testimonv. 2022-01-15 

2005 Skagway Public Meeting Comments 
Transcrint.2021-10-27 

2006 Juneau Public Meeting Comments.2021-09-27 

2007 Simpson Email 2021-10-31 ARB00128481 Y5?' 
2008 

NOAA Chart 17316 

2009 NOOA Chart 17315 

2010 NOOA Chart 17317 

2011 Excerpts from Simpson Handwritten Notes 

2012 2022.01.31 Baxter Letter to Wakeland 

2013 2000-10-03 Juneau Regular Election Archive 

2014 2003-04-17.Skagway Resolution 03-08R 
• 

I certify that exhibits checked "To Jury/ Judge" on all pages were given to the jury/ judge for deliberation/ advisement. 

Date In-Court Clerk 

I certify that exhibits checked "From Jury I Judge" on all pages were received after the verdict/ decision. 

Date 

I certify that all exhibits were 

Date 

In-Court Clerk 

O Placed in Interim Storage 

In-Court Clerk 

0 Returned to counsel per order of the court 

Atty Sig. Date 

I certify that the exhibits checked "To Exhibit Clerk" on all pages have been placed in Exhibit Storage. 

Date 

Page ___ of __ _ 
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EXHIBIT LIST CONTINUATION SHEET 

court case No.: ____ __:2:..:1:....-o:..:a;.;:a;.;:.e.;;..9....;c:....I ____ _ 

Exhibit No. 
Marked BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF EXHIBIT 
for ID 

2015 
2004-07-04.Skagway Election Results 

• 
2016 2005-03-18.Mayor Boucry ltr 

2017 2016-12-15.Juneau Empire article 

2018 Mendenhall Bing Map Searches 

2019 Board emails ARB00158164 

2020 Skagway Alternative A - Statewide Data 

2021 
Skagway Alternative B - Statewide Data 

2022 Aerial Map of Mendenhall Board District Line 

2023 Aerial Map of Mendenhall Board and Skagway 
Lines 

2024 Aerial Map of Ferry Terminal to District Line 

2025 District Size Comparison 

All Board Member Deposition Transcripts and 
Exhibits 
All Board Meeting Transcripts 

Cross-Exam Exhibits as needed 

Exhibits as needed 

Interactive V.1, V.2, V.3 and V.4 Final Plan Map 

Interactive Valdez Pian Maps 

Page 2 of 2 
TF-201 ANCH (8/96)(cs) 
EXHIBIT LIST CONTINUATION SHEET 

Name of Party _______________ _ 
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AMENDED 

EXHIBIT LIST 
(There must be a separate exhibit 11st for each party.) 

Court Case No.: ____ .....,3::.A..,,N..:..-...:2::.1:...-.:.0.88=-6_9-=C_I ____ _ D Pretrial Hearing ~ Trial 
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Party's Attorney· Robin O Brena· Brena Bell & Walker, P.C. ' ' 

Exhibit No. FOR COURT USE ONLY 

Marked BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF EXHIBIT ID With- To From To 

for ID by Offered Admitted drawn Jury/ Jury/ Exhbt 
Wit. date Judae Judae Clerk 

3000 Affidavit of Nathan Duval.2022-01-05 J\\\\d'cr 
3001 Affidavit of Sheri Pierce.2022-01-05 I 
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3003 Affidavit of Kimball Brace, Expert 
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3004 Valdez Public Meeting Comment Transcripts. 
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3005 1994, 2002, 2013, 2021 Maps (ARB010411A, 
"11?-41~\ 

3006 2013 Proclamation Population Data - District 9 

3007 Alaska Supreme Court Docket Excerpt 

3008 Census Data 

3009 Combined Public Comments Re Valdez 
(ARB Numbers) 
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3011 Valdez Resolution No. 21-41 w. Valdez Option 1 
(ARBO 155030-155159 l 

3012 Valdez Resolution No. 21-42 w. Comments 
(ARB00135413-5420) 

3013 2002 Proclamation (ARB00135413-5420) 

3014 Emails Combined (ARB Numbers) I 
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~XHIBIT LIST CONTINUATION SHEET 

Court Case No.: ____ ,;.:3A..:.N..;;-,.;;;2..;;1-..;;0..;;.88~6;..;;9..;;C..;;I ___ _ 

Exhibit No. 
Marked BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF EXHIBIT 
for ID 

3015 

3016 (District 36 Demonstratives) 

3017 (Population by ANRC Within Districts) 

3018 (Population by Borough Within Districts) 

3019 (Population by City and CDP Within Districts) 

3020 2011 Proclamation Statewide Map 

3021 
VDZ-3021.(Statewide Valdez Plan) 

3022 VDZ-3022.(Doyon Website Materials) 

3023 VDZ-3023.(Ciri Website Materials) 

3024 VDZ-3024.(ANCSA Enrollment 43 U.S.C. 1604) 

3025 VDZ-3025.(2013 & 2021 Map Comparisons) 

3026 Map 2013 & 2021 Proclamation 

3027 2021-12-22. Emergency Bycatch Petition 

3028 Fairbanks Resolution (ARB00075592-93) 
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All Board Meeting Transcripts 
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Interactive Valdez Plan Maps 

Page 2 of 2 
TF-201 ANCH (B/96)(cs) 
EXHIBIT LIST CONTINUATION SHEET 

Name of Party __ ___;C::.:i.;.ilY....;O::.:f....;V;..:a::.:ld;.;:e;;;;z;.;;a;;;.n;;;:d..:.M;.;.;a::.:r.;.;.k..;;;D..;;;e.;.:tt.;.:er--'--

~;~,~.:e.;+.'.-'!.."S\.;~s~~~l:i!hrtfi~,-~;;~~i; -~,µ, ~--,~:t:.P.OR,.CCDl!IRil'i.llJS&:0. t: .~.~r::f. :-.;.,'1,,,., .,. 
With• To From To ID 

by Offered Admitted 
Wit. 

I 

I 
I 

) 

;) \ '-\ \ ;};} 

drawn 
date 

Jury/ Jury/ Exhbt 
Judae Judge Clerk 

Civil Rule 43. 1 
Criminal Rule 26.1 

Admln. Bulletin No. 8 



EXC.SGY-000963

AMENDED 
EXHIBIT LIST 

-
(There must be a separate exhibit list for each party.) 

Court Case No.: ____ ..::!3:!:!A:!.:!N.:..-2~1!.:-~08~8~6~9C=.-I ____ _ D Pretrial Hearing 
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Name of Party: Matanuska-Susitna Borough & Michael Brown IE) Plaintiff D Defendant 

a P rty's Attorney· Stacey C Stone 

Exhibit No. FOR COURT USE ONLY 
Marked BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF EXHIBIT ID With- To From To 

for ID by Offered Admitted drawn Jury/ Jury/ Exhbt 
Wit. date Judae Judae Clerk 

4000 
Direct Testimony Affidavit of Edna DeVries l\~\:» 

4001 Direct Testimony Affidavit of Michael Brown .)\---\\J-:} 
4002 Expert Testimony Affidavit of Steve Colligan '.).\--\\3-Y 
4003 Corrected Exhibit E to Expert Testimony of ._/ \ \J.<"6\:Tcr Steve Collioan 
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Date 
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EXC.SGY-000964

Case No. 3AN-21-08869 CI 

EXHIBIT LIST 

D Pretrial Hearing ~ Trial Date of Trial/Hearing: Jan. 21. 2022 
....:.IT~M:..:O::.......:T..:..:h:.=.e-=2-=-0=-2.:..l -=-R==e-=d;:.:is;.;.;tr:..:.ic:...;t.;;;.:in.:,;ga.,;P;...;l:..:.a.;.;.n _______ vs. __________________ _ 

Name of Party: Calista Corp., W. Naneng, H. Sundown igJ Pltf. D Def. 
(There must be a separate exhibit list for each party.) 
Party's Attorney· Ashburn & Mason .. . . 

Exhibit i=oR ccju~iY~~ ()N~Y 
.:• ·::. •· 

' ,';·_t\f,-;:· ·. ~ ,I - •• . .. 
No. ~ .•· .. . •. . •.·•,.,., .. 
Marked BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF EXHIBIT ID To From 

for ID by Off. Adm. Denied Withdrawn date Jury/ Jury/ 
Wit. Judqe Judae 

CAL- )\-\\1 y 5000 Calista Region Map 
CAL- ,,\'1.\'l" 5001 Peoples and Languages Map [Dep. Ex. 26) 
CAL- ,y..J..\'> r 
5002 Calista Interactive Trial Map 

J 

CAL-
Yukon Kuskokwim Transportation Plan ')\~\"t,3 

5003 

I certify that identification markings on exhibits are accurate, and that the check boxes above accurately reflect the 
hearing/trial record. (D not required in this case per local court practice or court order) 

Date D Atty/Party Sig. D Atty/Party certified orally on record 
I certify that exhibits checked "To Jury/Judge" on this and all attached pages were given to the jury/judge for 
deliberation/advisement. 

Date In-Ct. Clerk 
I certify that the exhibits checked "From Jury/Judge" on this and all attached pages were received after the 
verdict/decision. 

Date In-Ct. Clerk 
I certify that all exhibits were D placed in Interim Storage. D returned to counsel/party per order of the court. 

Date In-Ct. Clerk Date Atty/Party Sig. 
I certify that exhibits checked "To Exhibit Storage" on this and all attached pages have been placed in exhibit storage. 

Date Exhibit Clerk 

. 
To 
Ex. 

Stor. 
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EXC.SGY-000965

THIRD AMENDED 

EXHIBIT LIST 
Case No. 3AN-21-08869Cl D Pretrial Hearing ~ Trial Date ofTrial/Hearing: 01/21/2021 
ITMO: 2021 Redistricting Plan vs. __________________ _ 

Name of Party: East Anchorage Plaintiffs [81 Pltf. D Def. 
(There must be a separate exhibit list for each party.) 
Party's Attorney· Holly C Wells· Mara E Michaletz· William D Falsev 

' I 

Exhibit 
.. -~ •• • ""' •· ' .. ' ·.,.1!·,· ••• ,...,, ,·,•,~~~~\:.•' .- • \ ••; ; _,,.,-Y.I ,., • . , ... t·.:.:-1-· .. iit:"'~;~tr..V::l~"'"!,I'· .z; :• .. ... \i',"'••.· ... :..,-tS ,-. .. ~ iN[Y·'::J,~1'\ t,:..;.i~-: ... •:1•J· •:~:·.;; · ,.<>-,.¼~ ..... !ifh.t-~~~•~:if'f~~1t! FOR .COU SE:·0 \I.I;" .I ,:·,/'-,,, /:., .• i. ',". ft-1!i.:Jii2i~1/~J~~ ~ r~~~~--; ... ~.· ::t--1:~.'li•::;: ~-* .. , ;:;t.._11~-!:r,··-=·-.~ .. '! i.•~_'!;~• ~ .. :i,••·~, !'li.'., ,.:~-,. •- . No. 

Marked BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF EXHIBIT ID To From 

for ID by Off. Adm. Denied Withdrawn date Jury/ Jury/ 
Wit. Judge Judae 

6000 Senate pairing testimony packet - PRR Rsp }\4,\7~ 

6001 11.4.21 Letter to ARB fr MOA, ARB0005838' ')\.l...\'o":' 

10.1.21 Smail regional public call in option t;),\--\\1 ")' 

6002 

6003 1.7.22 Email M. Singer ;J.\-\\?J"?I 

6004 Demographics provided 12.30.21 by ARB :) d\~\~~ 
Email Ruedrich to Simpson with incumbents 'd\~\i ?J 

6005 

6006 Sandberg presentation with Borromeo notes ),\ '-1 \'?J~ 

6007 11.9.21 Marcum email re Bahnke )\'--\\ f lf -? ::,..~o--\ 

2013 Proclamation - Accompanying Findings 1 
6008 

6009 2002 proclamation of redistricting 

6010 3.2.21 email Torkelson -ARB adopted OMA 

6011 Email Torkelson and Binkley regarding RFI 

6012 9.16.21 Colligan email with Board \ 
6013 Allard letter of intent 1 

I certify that identification markings on exhibits are accurate, and that the check boxes above accurately reflect the 
hearing/trial record. (0 not required in this case per local court practice or court order) 

Date D Atty/Party Sig. D Atty/Party certified orally on record 
I certify that exhibits checked "To Jury/Judge" on this and all attached pages were given to the jury/judge for 
deliberation/advisement. 

Date In-Ct. Clerk 
I certify that the exhibits checked "From Jury/Judge" on this and all attached pages were received after the 
verdict/decision. 

Date In-Ct. Clerk 
I certify that all exhibits were D placed in Interim Storage. D returned to counsel/party per order of the court. 

Date In-Ct. Clerk Date Atty/Party Sig. 
I certify that exhibits checked "To Exhibit Storage" on this and all attached pages have been placed in exhibit storage. 

Date Exhibit Clerk 

To 
Ex. 

Star. 
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EXC.SGY-000966

EXHIBIT LIST CONTINUATION SHEET 

Case No. 3AN-21-08869 CI 

Exhibit 
No. 
Marked BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF EXHIBIT 
for ID 

6014 Health mandate from DHSS 

6015 MOA Watershed Boundaries 

6016 Chugach State Park Map 

6017 Map of JBER Recreation Areas 

6018 2002 Maps, Division of Elections 

6019 Jamie Allard MOA memo w/map, detachment 

6020 Board policies 

6021 MOA Park Service Ordinance 

6022 MOA Road Service Areas Ordinance 

6023 MOA Street Lights Service Ordinance 

6024 MOA Land-Use Ordinance 

6025 MOA Chugiak-ER Advisory Board Ordinance 

6026 Allard comments to Save Anchorage 

6027 Anchorage Resolution 2020 - 29 

6028 Obituary Senato1· Bettye Davis 

6029 Demonstrative Exhibit No. 1 - Renumbering 

6030 Deposition Ex. 9 - AK POLICY FORUM 

6031 Deposition Ex. 27 - Simpson 11.7.21 Email 

6032 Deposition Ex. 28 - Simpson 12.4.21 Email 

6033 Deposition Ex. 29 - Simpson 12.6.21 Email 

6034 Deposition Exhibit 30 - Simpson 11.6.21 Ema I 

6035 Deposition Ex. 41 - Torkelson 10.16.21 Email 

Page_.2.__of_3_ 
TF-201 (11/21}(cs} 
EXHIBIT LIST CONTINUATION SHEET 

Name of Party: East Anchorage Plaintiffs 

:;:_:,(fMRl~fk1:Fi:-~ •':,:•;~_-; ·:r~r·;;~,.r/.ji,J,'.i,-.:•tf:·: --<·: .. • ··',, ,, J•l1~•·;,EOR.COU, ~Ll(~ Nt,.~·-·t<.t;•,'-•:.-k-:-.. ·. · :·· ?t\::ff~_....,,_ A .~0:1-f. ~:,-.~: ~ "t:' !\,•~."~':!r~ fv-. ·-:~.•.:'.·fti.,,A:-;i:.~..:".:.l ia· •· ~ ;! '•· • 

ID To From To 
by Off. Adm. Denied 

Wit. 

r;\~~,,, 

J 

;z\'-\\o} 
J~\~o 

a\~"?J 
,\.l..,.\{J 

Withdrawn date Jury/ Jury/ Ex. 
Judae Judae Stor. 

Civil Rule 43.1 
Criminal Rule 26.1 

Admin. Bulletin No. 9 



EXC.SGY-000967

EXHIBIT LIST CONTINUATION SHEET 

Case No. 3AN-21-08869 Cl 

Exhibit 
No. 
Marked BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF EXHIBIT 
for ID 

6036 MICRC Measuring Partisan Fairness, Michigan 

6037 IPPSR Redistricting Report, Michigan 

6038 Demographic Services Statement of Work, Califomia 

6039 1.19.22 Statement of Yarrow Silvers 

6040 Bahnke Twitter Statements, 1.21.22 - 1.22.22 

6041 Torkelson emails re MV AP Analysis 

6042 Chugiak-Eagle River Comprehensive Plan, 2006 

6043 East Anchorage District Plan, 2014 

6044 Chugiak-Eagle River Plan, 1993 

Page _.3.,__ of_3 __ 

TF-201 (11/21)(cs) 
EXHIBIT LIST CONTINUATION SHEET 

Name of Party: East Anchorage Plaintiffs 

~·- ·~"": .. .'.'•\'...r'1/--· ~~:.:...,·~·. : ....... ~- .. :::;~~_...t..uii~--,;;~~-•f .. :, .. ~:i. ·)c·tt•-:.: ."\.· . .'.. · 
· '. 1~1;'~~:•:~•~. ;'!,":.·. ·• •. ••;;:-1:,; ~'. :·. FdRtcoOR'.i}.WJSEtdNC.Yft[_ ·:x~•·_i;•:it"i-~:l~~· .. • ~~~: -:. 

· :•-:="~ .. ·. \~1:.,,·.t: .. i>,~~':'_f..• .. ~:•l!.~ ~ .. · , .• ·v J~.~:,..:,_.~ .. ;._~.:;;.:!::-P. ~~,·.r.• .. '.'"\'""! -~'.1'~-!.,,,~~~;J•::>tt:!i 1 
•• •.'. ,· • 

ID 
by Off. Adm. Denied 

Wit. 

l\.J..\;P 

)\.Ji.\iir 
').\'\\'f?J' 

j\~VJ• 
'j\,j,_ \i J 

f\,\~1 11 

?,\..)..\,P 

'J,\.Ji.\?7r 

1\-\\ r?! 

To From To 
Withdrawn date Jury/ Jury/ Ex. 

Judqe Judge Stor. 
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EXC.SGY-000968

FILED IN OPEN COURT 

EXHIBIT LIST 

\ \ :i.--1 I J__ ')._G< 
case No. 3AN-2 l-08869CI D Pretrial Hearing 181 Trial Date of Trial/Hearing: 1/21/2022 
ITMO: 2021 Redistricting Plan vs. __________________ _ 

Name of Party: Intervenor-Defendants Doyon et al. D Pltf. lg] Def. 
(There must be a separate exhibit list for each party) 
p rty' Att y· Sonosky Chambers Sachse Miller & Monkman LLP a s orne . . ' ' • z . 

Exhibit : FOR couRi- usE ·oNLv 
.. 

No. . - . '. . , ' . .: : ' ~ . 

Marked BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF EXHIBIT ID To From 

for ID by Off. Adm. Denied Withdrawn date Jury/ Jury/ 
Wit. Judqe Judqe 

7001 Affidavit of Michel le Anderson j~\Yr 

7002 Affidavit or Miranda Wright 

7003 Affidavit of Vicki Otte 

7004 ARB00082413 Email on Map Submisions ~5 

I certify that identification markings on exhibits are accurate, and that the check boxes above accurately reflect the 
hearing/trial record. (0 not required in this case per local court practice or court order) 

Date D Atty/Party Sig. 0 Atty/Party certified orally on record 
I certify that exhibits checked "To Jury/Judge" on this and all attached pages were given to the jury/judge for 
deliberation/advisement. 

Date In-Ct. Clerk 
I certify that the exhibits checked "From Jury/Judge" on this and all attached pages were received after the 
verdict/decision. 

Date In-Ct. Clerk 
I certify that all exhibits were D placed in Interim Storage. 0 returned to counsel/party per order of the court. 

Date In-Ct. Clerk Date Atty/Party Sig. 
I certify that exhibits checked "To Exhibit Storage" on this and all attached pages have been placed in exhibit storage. 

Date Exhibit Clerk 

To 
Ex. 

Star. 
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EXC.SGY-000969

Appendix D - Claims Raised 

Wilson Amended Complaint 

Claim I -Alaska Statute 44.62.310-20 (Open Meetings Act) 

Claim II - Alaska Const. art. VI, § 10 (public hearings) 

Claim Ill -Alaska Const. art. I, § 7 (due process, procedural & substantive) 

Claim IV -Alaska Const. art. VI, § 6 (district boundaries) 

Claim V -Alaska Const. art. I,§ 1 (equal protection) 

Calista Amended Complaint 

Claim I -Alaska Const. art. VI,§ 6 (district boundaries) 

Claim II -Alaska Const. art. I, § 1 (equal protection) 

Mat-Su Amended Complaint 

Claim I -Alaska Const. art. I, § 1 (equal protection) 

Claim II -Alaska Const. art. I, § 7 (due process, procedural) 

Claim Ill -Alaska Const. art. VI, § 6 (district boundaries) 

Valdez Amended Complaint 

Claim I -Alaska Statute 44.62.310-20 (Open Meetings Act) 

Claim II -Alaska Const. art. VI, § 6 (district boundaries) 

Claim Ill -Alaska Const. art. VI, § 1 O (public hearings) 

Claim IV -Alaska Const. art. I, § 1 (equal protection) 

Claim V - Alaska Const. art. I, § 7 (due process, procedural & substantive) 

Skagway Amended Complaint 

Claim I -Alaska Statute 44.62.310-20 (Open Meetings Act) 

Claim II -Alaska Const. art. VI, § 6 (district boundaries) 

Claim 111 - Alaska Const. art. VI, § 1 O (public hearings) 

Claim IV -Alaska Const. art. I, § 1 (equal protection) 

Claim V -Alaska Const. art. I, § 7 (due process, procedural & substantive) 

In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan; 3AN-21-08869CI 
APPENDIX D 
Claims Raised 
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